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by
Wen Dong
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ABSTRACT
A complex stochastic process involving human behaviors or human group behaviors is computationally
hard to model with a hidden Markov process. This is because the state space of such behaviors is often a
Cartesian product of a large number of constituent probability spaces, and is exponentially large. A sam-
ple for those stochastic processes is normally composed of a large collection of heterogeneous constituent
samples. How to combine those heterogeneous constituent samples in a consistent and stable way is another
difficulty for the hidden Markov process modeling. A latent structure influence process models human be-
haviors and human group behaviors by emulating the work of a team of experts. In such a team, each expert
concentrates on one constituent probability space, investigates one type of constituent samples, and/or em-
ploy one type of technique. An expert improves his work by considering the results from the other experts,
instead of the raw data for them. Compared with the hidden Markov process, the latent structure influence
process is more expressive, more stable to outliers, and less likely to overfit. It can be used to study the
interaction of over 100 persons and get good results.
This thesis is organized in the following way. Chapter 0 reviews the notation and the background concepts
necessary to develop this thesis. Chapter 1 describes the intuition behind the latent structure influence
process and the situations where it outperforms the other dynamic models. In Chapter 2, we give inference
algorithms based on two different interpretations of the influence model. Chapter 3 applies the influence
algorithms to various toy data sets and real-world data sets. We hope our demonstrations of the influence
modeling could serve as templates for the readers to develop other applications. In Chapter 4, we conclude
with the rationale and other considerations for influence modeling.
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Chapter 0
Notation and Preliminaries
In this chapter, we collect together the concepts involved in this thesis, as well as the notation. This chapter
proceeds in the following order. We first define probability space, random variable, random vector, and
stochastic process. Then we review Markov chain, hidden Markov process, and the inference algorithms
of a hidden Markov process. This is followed by a discussion of the computational time complexity of the
coupled hidden Markov process, and other complex latent variable dynamic processes. We will describe
briefly how the latent structure influence model copes with this time complexity issue by mapping the
original large number of "concepts" into only a few concepts while preserving most information.
A probability space (Q, F, P) is a measure space with total measure one (P(Q) = 1). The first term
of this 3-tuple, Q, is a nonempty set, whose elements are called the outcomes (or states) of nature. The
second term of this 3-tuple, F, is a subset of the power set of Q (F C 22) and forms a o-algebra. The set F
is called a set of events (o-algebra over Q). The 2-tuple (Q, F) forms a measurable space. The third term
of this 3-tuple, P : F -- [0, 1], is a probability measure of the measurable space (Q, F).
A random variable X is a measurable function from a probability space (Q, Pr) to some measurable
space R, normally a subset of real numbers or integers with Borel o-algebra (X : Q --+ R). A function of a
random variable X is a measurable function f : X -+ Y. Since the composition of measurable functions
is a measurable function, a function of a random variable is another random variable. A random variable can
be characterized by its cumulative distribution function Fx (x) = P(X < x), or its probability density
function (or pdf) p(x) = a Fx (x). A discrete random variable can also be characterized by its probability
mass function (or pmf) fx (x) = P(X = x). The cumulative distribution function, probability density
function, and the probability mass function are induced from the probability measure Pr of the original
probability space (Q, Pr).
A random vector (or a multivariate random variable) is a vector of scalar random variables X
(X1, X2, - - Xn).-
Example 1. Let us consider the outcome of one flip of a coin. The outcomes are either heads or tails
(Q = { H, T}). The set of events are (1) neither heads nor tails, (2) heads, (3) tails, and (4) heads or tails
(F = {{ }, {H}, {T}, {H, T }}). The tuple {Q, F}forms a measurable space, since (1) the empty set {} is in
F, (2)for any set E in F, its complement F\E is also in F, and (3) the union of countably many sets in F is
also in F. We can define a probability measure P as the following, (1) the probability of getting neither heads
or tails is zero (P({}) = 0), (2) the probability of getting heads is 0.5 (P({ H }) = 0.5), (3) the probability
of getting tails is 0.5 (P({T }) = 0.5, and (4) the probability of getting heads or tails is 1 (P({ H, T }) = 1).
The function P is a measure since (1) the empty set has measure zero (P({}) = 0), and (2) the measure
of the union of a countable number of pairwise disjoint events is the sum of the measure of the individual
events (P({} U {H}) = P({}) + P({H}),P({} U {T}) = P({}) + P({T}),P({} U {H, T}) = P({}) +
P({H, T}),P({H}U{T}) = P({H})+P({T}), and P({}U{H}U{T}) = P({})+P({H})+P({T})).
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The function P is a probability measure since P(Q) = P({ H, T}) = 1.
We define a random variable X over the probability space of the outcome of one flip of a coin as
the following. The random variable X can be either zero or one. The u-algebra defined over X is
{{}, {}, {1}, {O, 1}}. The tuple {{0, 1}, {{}, {0}, {1}, {0, 1}} forms a measurable set. The function from
the probability space of one flip of a coin to the measurable space {{0, 1}, {{}, {0}, {1}, {0, 1}} is defined
as the following: X(H) = 0, X(T) = 1, X({}) = {},X({H}) = {0},X({T}) = {1}, and X({H, T}) =
{ 0, 1}. The function X is a measurable function since the pre-image of every event in the a-algebra of
{0, 1} is a u-algebra of {H, T}. The random variable X can be characterized by its cumulative probability
0 X < 0
function Fx(x) = .5 0 < x < 1 ,probability density function px(x) = .56(x -0) + .56(x - 1) (where
1 1< X
J is the Dirac delta function), or probability mass function fx (0) = . We can also define a0 otherwise
random vector X = (X 1, X 2, X 3 ) of the outcome of three flips of a coin.
A stochastic process (or a random process) {Xi } can be regarded as an indexed collection of random
variables. Formally speaking, a stochastic process is a random function X : I -+ D, which maps an index
i E I taken from the index set I, to a random variable Xi E D defined over a probability space (Q, P).
A stochastic process is discrete when its index set is discrete. A stochastic process is continuous when its
index set is continuous.
In most common applications, the index set I is a time interval or a region of space, and the correspond-
ing index is either a time or a location. When the index set I is a time interval, the stochastic process is
called a time series. When the index set I is a region of space, the stochastic process is called a random
field.
A particular stochastic process can be characterized by the joint distributions of its random variables
Px[il]X[i2]...X[iNI (X[i1]X[i 2] . X[iN]) corresponding to the indices ii, i2, - - -iN E I for all natural num-
bers N. A time series is stationary if its distribution does not change with time
PX[ill...X[iN (X[i1].-X[iN]) = Px[i+-r...x[iN+-T (X[i 1 T] ... X[iN + T])
A discrete-time Markov process (or Markov chain) is a discrete stochastic process {X } with the
Markov property, i.e., the probability distribution of the future state Xn+1 is independent of the past states
Xi, i < n given the present state Xn,
P(Xn+1X0 ... Xt) = P(Xn+1 lXn)
. A Markov chain can be characterized by its initial probability distribution P(X 1 ) and its one-step tran-
sition probability P(Xn+1 |lX). The k-step transition probability of a Markov chain can be computed
as
P(Xn+klXn) = P(Xn+k|Xn+k-1) . - P(Xn+llXn)dXn+k-1 -.. Xn+1
. The marginal distribution P(Xn) of a Markov chain can be expressed as
P(Xn) = P(X)P(XnX1)dX1
. If there exists a probability distribution 7r such that 7r = f P(Xn+1 1Xn)7rdXn, then the distribution 7r is
called a stationary distribution of the Markov chain {X, } and corresponds to eigenvalue 1. The ones-
step transition probability of a Markov chain with finite number of states can be expressed as a transition
17
matrix (P,j) = (P(Xn+1 = jIX = i)). This matrix is a Markov matrix since its rows sum up to one,
j Pi, = 1.
A hidden Markov process { (X,, Y,) } is composed of two stochastic processes: {X, }, and {Y"'}. The
latent state process {X, I is a Markov chain with finite number of states. It is parameterized by the initial
probability distribution
= (P(XI = 1) - P(Xi = M)) (1)
and the state transition matrix
P(Xn+ 1= X = 1) -.. P(Xn+= MIXn = 1)A = ).(2)
P( Xn+1 1|Xn =M) -.-. P( Xn+1 M|Xn = M)
. The observation process {Yn } is coupled with the latent state process through a memoryless channel. In
other words, the probability distribution of Yn is independent of Xm, m = n given Xn, P(Y I {Xn}) =
P(Yn|Xn). The types observation of our interest are finite alphabet, Gaussian, and mixture of Gaussians.
When the observation is finite alphabet, it can be parameterized by an observation matrix
P(Yn=1IXn=1) --- P(Yn=NIXn=1)
0 - (3)
P(Y=1X=M) NXnM)
When the observation is Gaussian, it can be parameterized by the means and variances corresponding to
individual latent states
= {P(Yn|Xn = 1) =N(Yn;ii, ),. -P(Yn|X = M) = N(Yn;/puU)} (4)
When the observation is mixture of Gaussians, it can be parameterized by the means and variances corre-
sponding to individual latent state - mixture identifier pairs.
P(YnXn 1, T 1) - P(YnXn 1,T C)
P(YnXn M,-r =1) - P(YnXn M, = C)f (Yn; p11, U11) . . (Yn; Pic, orc)1
-. (5)
N (Yn; t1, i --- N0; uc, 2uc)
The usage of hidden Markov processes often involves the following problems. (1) Given an observation
sequence of an HMM, as well as the corresponding latent state sequence, find out the characterization of this
HMM. (2) Given the characterization of the latent state process of an HMM ({7r, A}) and an observation
sequence generated by this HMM ({Yn}), infer the corresponding latent state distributions P(X, I {Y, }).
(3) Given an observation sequence generated by an HMM, find the best parameters (in the maximum like-
lihood estimation sense) that accounts for the observations sequence, and the corresponding latent state
distributions.
Given an HMM parameterized by (7r, A, 0) and a realization of this HMM yf, the maximum likelihood
latent state distribution can be estimated using the forward-backward algorithm in terms of the forward
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parameters at(s), and the backward parameters t (s). The statistics involved are:
at(st) = P(st,y1 --yt)
Ot(st) P(yt+1 ... yTISt)
-ytst) = P(st, y1 .-yT)
t-t+1(stst+1)= P(stst+1,y1--yT)
The iteration is given as the following:
a1(si) = 7r-P(y1|si) (6)
M
at>1(st) = 13 at-i(st-1) -ast_1s, -P(ytlst) (7)
st-1=1
OTp(ST) = 1 (8)
M
Ot<r(St) = astst+10t+1(st+1) - P(yt+1|st+1) (9)
St+ 1
-yt(st) = at st) - #t(st) (10)
(t-t+i(stst+1) = at(st) -0t+1(st+1) ' P(yt+lst+1) (11)
The maximum latent state assignment can be computed using the Viterbi algorithm
61(s)= 7r1 - P(y 1 |si)
=1(si) Si
6t(st) = max6t_1(st_1) -P(stst_1) -P(ytjst)
St-1
4't(st) = argmax,_16t-1(st-1) -P(st~st_1) -P(ytlst)
path(T) = argmaxsT 6(sT)
path(t < T) = t+1(path(t + 1))
Given the observations (yt)1,<t<T the maximum likelihood estimation of the parameters, as well as the
corresponding latent states (st) <t<T can be computed via the EM algorithm. The EM algorithm works by
alternating between two steps:
E-step inference of latent state distributions from the parameters and the observations. The statistics to
be inferred are at (st; 7r, A,p(ytlst)), 3t (st; Tr, A,p(ytlst)), yt (st; 7r, A,p(ytst)), (t-+t+1. We use
Equations 6-11 to infer the latent state distributions.
M-step maximization of the expected log likelihood E(s,)lt<T (log ((Yt)1 tT (st)14t T)) with the
latent states inferred in the previous E-step and the observations.
The parameters related to the latent states are maximized in the following way:
A =_ ET- I t2'ti Z j
The parameters related to finite observations are maximized in the following way:
j:=17_t (S) - (yt, y)P(yls) = T It=1 7t(S)
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where
(i) {0 i j
is the Kronecker delta function. The parameters related to Gaussian observations are maximized in the
following way:
-. = 172 =8t(s) -7tPS = T 7t(s)
T -S -rAs
where #' and ' are column vectors, AT means the transpose of matrixA.
We often formulate the EM algorithm in matrix form, since vectorized formulas are computationally
more efficient in Matlab or S/S+. Sometimes vectorized formulas are easier to understand. When we
formulate the statistics in matrix form,
t= ( at(st=1) -.. at(st = M) )
t(s =1)
#t(st = M)
t= (yt(st = 1) - - - t(st = M) )
P(ytlst = 1)
Ot P(ytJst = M)
X1
diag[( xi ... XM )] = ( ..
XM
the forward-backward algorithm can be expressed as the following matrix form:
a1 = 7r -01
at>1 = a- - A - Ot
t<T = A* Of 3t+1
7t = a diag[#t]
t-t+1 = diag[at] - A diag[Ot+i Ot+1]
The joint latent state inference and parameter estimation is normally computed by the EM algorithm.
The parameter maximization step proceeds in the following way. The parameters involved with the latent
states can be computed as the following
T
A = normalize[Z(t_1_t]
t=o2
7 = normalizePYi)
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The parameters related to finite observations can be re-estimated using the following formulas:
p(Qs'= normalize[E 5t - Ij]
t
The parameters related to Gaussian observations can be re-estimated using the following formulas:
t I 57x '
t imc x1 - 5
- t Z-t(i) - t -97
Et bncxi -5
Example 2. The speaking/non-speaking status of a person can be modeled as a hidden Markov process. The
latent states are whether this person is currently uttering a sentence. The observations are the indicators of
vowel utterances.
In the below, we train the HMM-based speaking/non-speaking classifier with the audio clip "well, happy
birthday, Juan Carlos". Afterwards, we apply the trained model to the same audio clip, and find the latent
state distributions conditioned on the observations, as well as the most likely latent state sequence (the
Viterbi path).
The training clip looks like this:
[s, ft]=spectrogram(aud, 256, 128, [] , 8000);
Figure 1: The spectrogram of a training clip
The latent states are hand labeled in the following way:
stairs(s);
Figure 2: The features for the training clip
......................
a a a
..........
-- 11 -- I
The features1 (i.e., the observations of the hidden Markov process) we use looks like this:
feat = fastvoicinggfeatures(aud,256,128,sum(aud.^2)/length(aud)/5);
well h ae p i b ir thday w an k ar o s
well haepi birthday w an k ar o s
well h ae p i b ir thday w an k ar I o s
Figure 3: The features for the training clip
We proceed to train a hidden Markov model with mixture of Gaussians observations. The reason why we
use a hidden Markov model is that there are two discrete states in the system: speaking, and non-speaking.
Each of these two states moves to the next state with a relatively invariant transition probability. The reason
why we use mixture of Gaussians model to fit the observations (i.e. the audio features) is that one Gaussian
is not powerful enough to fit the features well.
The parameters corresponding to the latent states are the transition matrix A, and the initial sate dis-
tribution ir. The initial state distribution ,r only affects the log likelihood slightly, and we normally use
the eigenvector corresponding to eigenvalue 1 of the state transition matrix A. Since the latent states are
already given as St = st, the one-slice parameters ' t (i) and the two-slice parameters t-t+1 (i, j) can be
solved directly from the latent state assignment:
't(i)
(t-t+1i, )
= 6(st,i)
= 
3 (st, i) -6(st+1, j)
>> A = full(sparse(s(1:end-1),s(2:end),ones(length(s)-1,1)));
'A discussion of the three features can be found in Basu [1]
-- i I I I I I I'llI
........ - - . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . .. .. ..
o 4.5
-4
3.0) 3
.- .. . . . . .. . . . .. . .0.5
30
. . ... . . . . . . .. . .
. . .
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>> A(1,2) = 1; % hack! add a transition from non-speaking to speaking
>> A = diag(1./sum(A,2))*A;
>> disp(A)
0.9999 0.0001
0.0001 0.9999
The parameters related to the observations are the mixture prior and the means and covariance matrices
for the various Gaussian distributions. Suppose we use a mixture of M Gaussian distributions to capture the
observations y corresponding to state s, and the means and covariance matrices are pui, and E for the i-th
Gaussian distribution in the mixture. Then the probability density of an observation Y = yt conditioned
on a latent state St = st equals to the weighted sum of the probability densities for various Gaussian
distribution components. The weights are the prior probabilities that the observation yt is taken from the
i-the Gaussian distribution:
P(Y = yt|St = st) = ZN(yt; ii, Ei) -P(Mt = iISt = St)
The mixture priors and the various Gaussian distribution parameters are computed using the EM algo-
rithm2. The reason why the likelihoods decrease is that two mixtures are more than what we need for this
training clip. As a result, one component Gaussian distribution for each of the two latent states cannot
capture enough observations.
>> feat1 = feat(:,s(1:128:128*size(feat,2))==1);
>> [mul,sigmal,priorl] = mixgauss-em(featl,2, 'cov-type', 'diag');
******likelihood decreased from 6.4552 to 3.8445!
>> feat2 = feat(:,s(1:128:128*size(feat,2))==2);
>> [mu2, sigma2,prior2] = mixgauss-em(feat2,2, 'cov-type', 'diag');
******likelihood decreased from 2.2061 to 2.2042!
Thus, the trained parameters for the HMM-based speaking/non-speaking classifier are
.9999 .0001
.0001 .9999
= ( .5 .5 )
.1090 .0105
P(Y = yISt = 1) = y; = 29.6727) E 1.6374
4.7067 .0104
.2551 .0105
P(Yt = yiSt =2) = .0862 -4 y; p = 20.1436 ) i ( 1.6374 +
4.4968 .0104
.6590 .0180
(1 y;p 9.2836 , Ei 38.0866
3.9553 .0224
Let us apply the trained HMM to the same features and find out the latent state probability distributions
conditioned on the given observation sequence. We first need to find out the observation likelihoods P(Y =
Yt |St), i.e., the probabilities of the observations Y = yt conditioned on the latent states S1 = 1 and St = 2.
2The Matlab functions mixguass.em.m, mixgauss-prob.m, fwdback.m, and viterbi-path.m was written by Murphy [2].
Bx = mixgauss-prob(feat,mul,
By = mixgaussprob(feat,mu2,
plot ([priori' *Bx;prior2' *By]
sigmal) ;
sigma2) ;
I )
The observation likelihoods are plotted as the following:
Figure 4: The features for the training clip
Theforward parameters at (st), backward parameters 3t ( st), one-slice parameters yt (st), and two-slice
parameters t-*t+1(st, st+1) can be computed from 1r, A, P(Y = yt|St) in the following way:
[alpha,beta,gamma] = fwdback([.5 .5], [.9999 .0001;.0001 .9999],...
[priori' *Bx;prior2' *By]);
obslik = [prior1'*Bx;prior2'*By];
for i=1:size(alpha,2)-1
xi(:,:,i) = [.9999 .0001;.0001 .9999].*...
(alpha(:,i)*(beta(:,i).*obslik(:,i))');
xi(:,:,i) = xi(:,:,i)/sum(sum(xi(:,:,i)));
end
The one-slice parameters are plotted as the following
Figure 5: The features for the training clip
The Viterbi path can be computed in the following way:
obslik = [prior1'*Bx;prior2'*By];
path = viterbipath([.5 .5],[.9999 .0001;.0001 .9999],obslik);
An interesting theoretical issue with the hidden Markov model is about its representability. In other
words, what kinds of applications are suitable for hidden Markov modeling; What type of statistical charac-
teristics is captured by a hidden Markov model; If an application is suitable for hidden Markov modeling,
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how many latent states are needed (the appropriate order of the modeling hidden Markov process); If an ap-
plication is suitable for hidden Markov modeling, and if we have the correct number of latent states, are we
guaranteed to compute the correct model when the length of the sample sequence tends to infinity. Accord-
ing to the understanding of the author, although there are many theoretical answers to the above questions
for Wiener filter / Kalman filters, only a few things are known for hidden Markov models.
Intuitively, the hidden Markov model is suitable for symbolically controlled processes. Examples of
such processes are: computer programs, a worker following a list of instructions, a diary of a human's daily
life, an utterance of a sentence. Although those processes can present themselves as real vector sequences
(Xt) 1t<+o, where X E R", they are actually controlled by a discrete number of "states" and the proce-
dure to follow from one state to another state. The states for the above example processes are: the variables
in computer programs, the different situations on a work site, the schedule of a person, and the words in the
language. The procedures to follow for the above example processes are: the control structures in computer
programs, a description of what to do in different situations and what new situations to expect, the arrange-
ment of the schedule, and the grammar of the language. Since many human activities and human society
activities operate on the natural language, which is symbolic by nature, we would expect many applications
of the hidden Markov process in those areas.
For a symbolically controlled process, it is a good practice to investigate the data, and compare the intu-
itively figured out control structure with the computed control structure based on hidden Markov modeling.
For a simple symbolically controlled process, a human can normally understand the "control" of this process
by observing it, via the Occam's razor principle (entities should not be multiplied beyond necessity). For a
complex symbolically controlled process, a human can normally find out ways to approximately understand
the control of this process by observing it. The computed control structures of those processes, based on the
maximum likelihood principle, normally resemble the intuitively figured out control structures.
Ephraim [3] reviewed the history, theory, algorithms of the hidden Markov process, as well as the ex-
tensions of the original finite-state finite-alphabet hidden Markov process. In this review, the extended
models were applied to speech recognition, communication theory, signal processing in audio, biomedical,
and image, fault detection, economics, and meteorology. Cappe [4] reviewed the applications of the hidden
Markov process from year 1989 to year 2000 in the following fields, with about 360 references: acoustics,
biosciences, climatology, control, communications, econometrics, handwriting and text recognition, image
processing and computer vision, signal processing, speech processing, and misc applications. The two re-
views give a comprehensive idea of what a hidden Markov model is, and what a hidden Markov model is
for.
Baum [5] proved the convergence of the maximum likelihood (ML) parameter estimation from an ob-
servation sequence of a hidden Markov process to the true parameters of the hidden Markov process, when
the length of the observation sequence tends to infinity. Baum [6] also gave the (iterative) expectation max-
imization (EM) algorithm for estimating the parameters of a hidden Markov process from an observation
sequence. The EM algorithm will attain a local maximum when the number of iterations tends to infinity.
However, it should be noted that the convergence of the EM algorithm to the true parameters of the hidden
Markov model is not guaranteed, even when the length of the observation sequence tends to infinity.
Anderson [7] gave a set of sufficient conditions for a finite-state finite-alphabet hidden Markov process
to be realizable, and derived a constructive solution to the realization problem under those conditions. The
problem under the discussion of [7] was: for a unknown hidden Markov process with finite number of states
and finite number of observation symbols, under what conditions can we reconstruct this hidden Markov
model from the probabilities of all finite-length output strings generated by it. The set of sufficient conditions
given in [7] are: 1) The unknown hidden Markov process is time-invariant, i.e., its parameters does not
change with time. 2) The state transition matrix of this unknown hidden Markov model is irreducible, i.e.,
all states of this unknown hidden Markov matrix can still be visited with a probability greater than some
positive constant after an infinite time. 3) The observation sequences of the unknown hidden Markov process
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are long term independent, i.e., limiEiw± E p(uwv) = p(u)p(v). 4) The observation sequences tend to
be independent exponentially fast with their distance (exponential forgetting), i.e., P(UVW) 1 -O(e-v).
In 3) and 4), u, v, w are consecutive observation sequences, and u occurs earlier.
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Chapter 1
Introduction
The dynamics of a human related behavior normally involves a large probability space with sparsely dis-
tributed states. The latent structure influence process effectively compresses the state spaces of such behav-
iors and finds out the clusters by emulating the interaction of a group of humans/agents. When the latent
structure influence process is applied to non-human-related stochastic processes as a team-of-experts model,
there are pros and cons on whether a team of experts out-performs a single expert. In this chapter, we de-
scribe several data sets of either human behaviors or human group behaviors, and illustrate their large and
highly clustered state spaces. We also discuss the pros and cons of the team of experts approach to general
stochastic processes. We conclude this Chapter with a formal definition of the latent structure influence
process.
1.1 The Stochastic Processes of Human Behaviors
The stochastic processes under discussion in this thesis are related to human behaviors involving multiple
categories of concepts, or human group behaviors. Those behaviors have the following two properties. First,
they normally involve large probability spaces, with sparsely distributed states. Second, the behaviors do
not change rapidly with time.
For the first property of human-related behaviors, a behavior is often encoded by an n-tuple. Each
position of this n-tuple takes one of a finite number of states, and represents a sub-behavior. As a result
of the encoding, the size of a behavior space is the multiplication of the sizes of its sub-behavior spaces.
The sub-behaviors are highly clustered, since they combine with each other in a very limited number of
ways. As a result, the behaviors can actually take a very limited number of states. For example, a human
group behavior can be encoded as: A is in his office while B is in his apartment. The behaviors of the
individuals (i.e., the sub-behaviors of a group behavior) can in principle combine freely to form group
behaviors. However, a human group normally shows some structure, and some group behaviors appear very
rarely. In this example, it is very likely that most people are in their offices during the work hours, and in
their apartments in the midnights. For another example, a human behavior can be encoded as: I am sitting in
the restaurant, eating, and it is noisy around me. The locations, actions, and speaking/non-speaking status
of a person can in principle combine freely for form human behaviors. But some combinations appear much
more frequently than other combinations.
For the second property, the human-related behaviors are also smooth/continuous in the sense that the
knowledge of the behavior of a stochastic process at time t provides information in predicting the behavior of
the stochastic process at time t + At for a small At. In addition, the smaller the At is, the more information
we have for predicting the behavior at t + At. For example, given that A is in his office, A is very likely to
remain in his office one minute later; and A is even more likely to be in his office one second later.
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Of the two properties of human-related behaviors, the smoothness property can be exploited to denoise
the observation sequences and to gain a better understanding of the behavior sequences we are modeling.
The large probabilistic state space for describing the behaviors is unfavorable, since modeling a large number
of states often requires a large number of parameters, and results in overfitting. We can effectively compress
the large probabilistic state space by exploiting the fact that only a few states appear often. The latent
structure influence process explores the smoothness property. At the same time, it overcomes the difficulty
of overfitting by studying how the probability distributions of constituent behaviors (e.g. A is in his office,
B is in his office, I am in the restaurant, I am sitting) at a sample time t linearly combine to predict the
probability distributions of them at sample time t + 1, and how to update the probability distributions
of the constituent behaviors individually according to their respective observations. When the probability
distributions of the constituent behaviors are not linearly related, we adopt the feature trick to map the
old collection of constituent behaviors to a new collection of constituent behaviors with linearly related
probability distributions, and work on the new collection of constituent behaviors.
One such stochastic process is the cellphone usage data collected in the Reality Mining project. In this
project, Eagle and Pentland [8] recorded the cellphone usages of 81 participants from the MIT community
for over nine months. The recording includes the participants' cellphone communications, their proximity
information, their locations, and their activities. These types of information are indicated by the participants'
voice/SMS conversations, cellphone Bluetooth scanning, cell tower usages, and cellphone on/off status. This
data set provides the ground truth to reconstruct the participants' activities and communications, as well as
to answer questions such as, what are the participants' relations, how their relations change over time, and
how the participants' relations and their individual behaviors influence each other.
A dynamic modeling of such data sets answering the above questions involves a complex behavior space
in nature: Suppose our interest is in the interaction dynamics of the participants' schedules, and we assign
only two latent states (out-of-office/in-office) to each participant in our analysis. Since the participants'
states can combine freely with each other, we will end up with 281 number of states for the whole system,
and this number of states is intractable. A dynamic model can cope with this large probability space by au-
tomatically factoring the 81 participants into several clusters, and placing the persons with similar schedules
into the same cluster. As a result, any two different clusters are almost unrelated, and they can be studies
independently. Each cluster requires only two latent states, and it can be studied easily.
The data set is also noisy, and the noises can be filtered out by exploiting the smoothness property of
human-related behaviors. Examples of such noises are: a user might run out of his flash memory/battery and
cause data loss, he might leave his cellphone in his office/home thus the cellphone recording no longer re-
flects his behaviors, the Bluetooth device might fail to record proximity information, or record the proximity
of people at the other side of certain types of walls. Thus a dynamic algorithm considering the participants'
past behaviors and the participants' relations with each other will definitely remove certain types of noises
and result in better performance.
The data sets collected by the Life-Wear system [9] provide another example of the complex stochastic
process involved with human behaviors. In a Life-Wear system, data is collected in real-time from several
accelerometers, microphones, cameras, and a GPS, all attached to different parts of a soldiers' clothing.
Inference of soldier state is made in real-time, and data automatically shared among different soldiers wear-
ing the Life-Wear systems based on the pattern of activity shown among the group of soldiers. In an early
Life-Wear system [10], we were required to infer 8 locations (office, home, outdoors, indoors, restaurant,
car, street, and shop) , 6 speaking/non-speaking status (no speech, I-speaking, other-speaker, distant voices,
loud crowd, and laughter), 7 postures (unknown, lie, sit, stand, walk, run, and bike), and 8 events (no-event,
eating, typing, shaking-hands, clapping-hands, driving, brushing teeth, and doing the dishes). There were
8 x 6 x 7 x 8 = 2688 number of different combinatorial states.
Similar to the Reality Mining project, we have a large behavior space involving 2688 number of com-
bined behaviors. This means that a carelessly constructed model need to characterize all 2688 behaviors,
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and the probabilities that the user of a Life-Wear system move from one of the 2688 number of behaviors
to another. This is not necessary, since a concept from one category does not change the characteristics of
another concept in a different category, although the former will bias the latter. As a result, we can study
different categories of concepts independently, and bias the probability distributions among the concepts in
a category with the probability distributions among the concepts in another category. For example, we sit in
the same posture no matter whether we are indoors or outdoors. However, we are more likely to be sitting
when we are indoors than when we are outdoors.
The data sets are noisy, and sensor failures are unavoidable due to insufficient power supply, sensor
faults, connection errors, or other unpredictable causes. This means that an inference algorithm for soldier
state must be robust against sensor noises and sensor failures.
The latent structure influence model copes with this problem by simultaneous learning the structure of
multi-agent interaction and applying the learned structural information in combining past evidence. We
believe that our latent structure influence model is an efficient, robust method for modeling the dynamics
of interacting processes. It is in the tradition of N-heads dynamic programming on coupled hidden Markov
models [11], the observable structure influence model [12], and the partially observable influence model
[13], but extends these previous models by providing greater generality, accuracy, and efficiency.
1.2 Dynamic Team-of-experts Modeling
A dynamic team-of-experts model emulates the way a group of persons monitor a complex stochastic pro-
cess and influence each other. This model is an abstraction of the human-related behaviors and should fit
them well. There are pros and cons on whether it should be applied to a non-human-related stochastic
process. In the same fashion, a group of persons are not guaranteed to out-perform an individual in general.
The dynamic team-of-experts approach can have the following benefits. (1) When the evidence is com-
posed of several heterogeneous types of features, it is generally not a good idea to assume that the feature
vector consisting of different types of features obeys a Gaussian distribution, or a mixture of Gaussian
distributions. A better idea is to assign different types of features or different combinations of them to dif-
ferent experts, and let the experts adjust their models according to the conclusions of each other. The final
conclusion comes by combining the conclusions of different experts. For example, when we classify the
accelerometer recording from a person into different postures, the features we consider might include: the
short window spectrograms, the number of peaks and the maximum value of the peak amplitudes in a short
window, the mean and variance. It is normally better to inspect those different features individually, and
combine the computation results from those features. (2) When a classification problem or a data mining
problem is too complex to be solved by any single method/expert, the performance of a combination of
different methods is at least as good as any single method, if we know the performances of different experts
in different situations. (3) The experts can compare their results and adjust their models, so that their results
with polarize towards / away from the results of each other. (4) The result of a team of experts is generally
less sensitive to errors of a single expert, since the errors of any expert is restricted by their influence.
However, the dynamic team-of-experts approach can have the following drawbacks. (1) When we assign
heterogeneous types of features or combinations of them to different experts, we generally do not know a
priori what combinations of different features is enough for an expert to come to a conclusion. As a result,
some experts may end up inconclusive due to the lack of information. (2) Sometimes the conclusions of
the experts are very different, and the performances of them may be hard to evaluate or quantify. In this
situation, combining the conclusions of the experts is not much easier than working directly on the feature
vectors.
A striking characteristic of group learning is the group polarization phenomenon. This phenomenon
was first presented by Stoner [14], who observed that after a group of persons discussed their individual
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decisions on a imaginary life-or-death issue, and put their arguments together, the group decision as a whole
tend to be more risky than the average of the individual decisions. In our latent structure influence process
modeling, the group polarization phenomenon results in the following feedback process and reduces the
overall entropy of the team-of-experts. When the experts compare their conclusions with each other, they
tend to favor those experts (including themselves) who agree with them, will adjust their models to coincide
with those of the favorable experts, and will be willing to take move influence from them. The adjusted
models and influence coefficients will in turn make the favorable experts even more favorable. As a result,
group polarization occurs.
1.3 The Latent Structure Influence Process
The latent structure influence process models the dynamics of human-related behaviors by simulating the
interaction of a group of humans/agents. It compresses the large probability space of the sample sequences
by clustering/polarizing different perspectives of the human-related behaviors. In the below, we use the
Life-Wear example to motivate the latent structure influence process approach, compares and contrasts the
influence approach with other state-space approaches, and give a formal definition of the latent structure
influence process.
The four state-space models under our comparison are: the latent structure influence process, the coupled
hidden Markov process, the hidden Markov process, and the dynamic Bayesian network. The Life-Wear
system is an early prototype of the more complex DARPA ASSIST system [9]. The Life-Wear system
samples its wearer's behavior with an accelerometer at his right hip, another accelerometer at his left wrist,
a microphone at his chest, and a camera at his chest. Based on the sampled data sequences, the Life-
Wear system understands the behavior of its user by inferring the probability distributions among eight
locations, six speaking / non-speaking status, seven postures, and eight events at each sample time (i.e.,
where the user is, whether he is speaking, what he is doing, and whether something interesting is taking
place). The inference algorithms for the four state-space models have a similar form: they all work by
alternating between the time update step, and the measure update step. In the time update step, the Life-Wear
system computes the probability distributions at the next sample time from the probability distributions at the
current sample time. In the measure update step, the Life-Wear system adjusts the probability distributions
by the new evidence collected with the accelerometers, the microphone, and the camera. In other words,
the time update step finds the best guess of the behavior of the Life-Wear user based on the model and
the past evidence, and the measure update step adjusts the guess with new evidence. Beyond this seemingly
similar form of their inference algorithms, the four models work with the probability distributions in different
measure spaces, and execute the time/measure update steps differently. As a result, they have different
computational performances.
" The latent structure influence process works with the marginal probability distributions of the loca-
tions, the speaking/non-speaking status, the postures, and the events, respectively. The time update
step computes the marginal probability distributions at the next sample time by linearly combining the
marginal probability distributions at the current sample time. When we write the marginal probability
distributions into a row vector, the influence matrix that is used to update the marginal probability dis-
tributions is learned and plotted in Figure 3.3. The measure update step incorporates the new evidence
into the marginal probability distributions just computed.
" The coupled hidden Markov process works with the joint probability distribution of the joint states.
Each joint state consists of one of the eight locations, one of the six speaking/non-speaking status, one
of the seven postures, and one of the eight events. As a result, the latent state space has 8 x 6 x 7 x 8 =
2688 number of states, and the state transition matrix for time updating is a 2688 x 2688 square matrix.
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The state transition matrix is unnecessarily sparse and can be largely compressed (while preserving
its eigen-behavior).
" We can use a single hidden Markov process with several states to model the stochastic process sam-
pled by the Life Wear system and involving a combination of locations, speaking/non-speaking status,
postures, and events. However, a single hidden Markov process with several states is not expressive
enough for the transitions of the combined states, and the compression of the 2688 x 2688 state tran-
sition matrix of the coupled hidden Markov process involves a more complicated procedure than just
adopting a single hidden Markov process. Alternatively, we can use four hidden Markov processes to
model the transitions of locations, speaking/non-speaking status, postures, and events, respectively.
In this way, we have simplified the coupled hidden Markov process with the cost of a less accurate
understanding of a Life-Wear user's behavior. The latter model can be considered as a latent struc-
ture influence process with no influence among different perspectives. When we write the marginal
probability distributions into a row vector, the influence matrix in this case is the matrix in Figure 3.3
whose off-diagonal sub-matrices are all zeros.
" When we use a dynamic Bayesian network to model a Life-Wear user's behavior, we first need to
define a set of random variables and analyze the conditional (in)dependence among those random
variables. We then represent the conditional (in)dependence with a graph, and use the message passing
algorithm to infer the probability distributions at the sample times. For this approach, constructing
the graph representation of a stochastic process is a non-trivial task, the message passing algorithm
might be computationally prohibiting depending on the clique size, and manually constructed graph
representations do not scale with the modifications of the problem.
Based on the above comparison, we comment that the latent structure influence process models a complex
stochastic process in terms of how different perspectives of this stochastic process influence each other lin-
early and cluster/polarize. With this linearity assumption, we can effectively control the model complexity,
and capture useful structural information inherent in the stochastic process at the same time.
In the definition below, the random variable S(c) {1, - - - , mc} represents the perspective c at sample
time t, and the random variable Y(c) represents the evidence sampled at time t for the adjustment of S .)We
assume that the (marginal) random variables S(c) can be updated marginally according to their influences
without involving the combined random variable S(S 5 -..S(c)), as shown in the equations (1.1, 1.2)
below.
Definition 1. A latent structure influence process is a stochastic process {S , , S ,() ... (C ) }
In this process, the latent variables S , . , S are nite-state S E { 1,.- , me} and their (marginal)
probability mass functions are defined as the following:
P(5(C) - s) = 7r) (1-1)
C
P(S W =sM\IS ()= S 1 -- S =s) = (c (1.2)t1 t+1 1 t - s~ st St ) (Ci)(c(12
Ci2: 1  St 8+
where 1 < s < me, hSic), = d(cl,c) - as sc), d(cl,c) = 1, and E _c a (c ,c) = 1. The observations
= {Yj 1 ), ... ,Y(C)} are coupled with the latent states S = - , S(C)} through a memoryless
channel:
(1.3)y (c) ~P(y(c) gc))
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Several comments concerning this definition are listed below.
e The restrictionE, d(cl,c) = 1, and E _'1 a ?cc) = 1 in the definition is necessary to guarantee that
the influence of any state Sc at time t on the states S(C) at time t + 1 sum up to 1. The definition
also implicitly gives the formula for P(S 2) as a function of P(Sg)) 1csc
P(S = = i 
P(S(C ='( ISM -.-. S(C) _S 1). SC)). p gM ...
S (1 S (C)St *t
g 
_C 1) S(c))
dci,c) a eC1c . P(S--- M 1 . .. (c))
1) ..SC) \ Cl t St+ 1 s 
m . .S )
d(cl,c) a (c) - P(SM -.. S( 
- -1 ... (c))
C1 (ci) + fix (c)
d(ci,c)a 41j -P(s cl)
cl (Cl) +1
St
In the same way, any row of the state transition matrix of a hidden Markov process sums up to one
(equation 2), and the state transition matrix also implicitly gives the formula for P(St+1) as a function
of P(St).
* For a latent structure influence process, we can characterize its state transition with an influence
matrix:
(ci,c2) (cl,c2)
a1 ,1  '.. 1,mc2
A(clCQ) =' .
(Clc) (Cl-2)..
am,, ..1 amc1 ,MC2 /
d(1,1)A(1,1) ..-. d(1,c) A(1,c)
d(C,1)A(c,) ... d(c,c)A(l,c)(P(S1 = 1) ... P(S 1) = mi)
= P(SM 1) --- P(SM = m1)--
-P(S( = 1)
P(S(C) -1).
P(S = mc))
P(S(c) = mc)) - H
In comparison, for a hidden Markov model, we have
(P(St+1 = 1) ... P(St+ = n)) = (P(St = 1) ... P(St = m)) . A
e The definition does not completely characterize a latent structure influence process! The definition
gives the time-update formula to estimate P(SM |istist) from P(Src1)|Iistist). However, it says
nothing about the measure-update formula that incorporates new evidence into the latent state esti-
mates P(S 1 |gistist+1). In chapter 2, we will consider the latent structure influence process with
two different ways to incorporate new evidence.
1.3. TUE LATENT STRUCTURE INFLUENCE PROCESS
The latent structure influence process is used to fit given observation sequences involving human-related
behaviors. The influence d(c1,c2) reflects how one sequence ci agrees with the other c2. The tasks involved
with a latent structure influence model are generally
" latent state inference, i.e., to infer the latent states (SC) from the observations (Yt(c)) and model
parameters (7r(? ), (d(c1,c2)), (a(tj)2( 2 )), and (P(Yt(c) (c))
" parameter estimation, i.e., to infer the parameters given the latent states and the observations.
" joint latent state inference and parameter estimation. In this case, we are only given the observations,
and we are required to find out the parameters, as well as the latent states, that best fit the observations.
To conclude this chapter, we point out that the human-related behaviors have normally strongly clus-
tered/polarized perspectives. The latent structure influence process models these behaviors by emulating
the interaction of a group of humans/agents, and computing how different perspectives of the human-related
behaviors coincide with each other. When influence modeling is applied to a general complex stochastic
processes, there are pros and cons concerning whether it outperforms the other models. In the following
chapters, we will derive the algorithms of the latent structure influence process, and inspect its performance
in modeling various data sets.
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Chapter 2
Inference algorithms for the influence model
When we model the dynamics of a multi-agent stochastic process, we often need to cope with a large
probability space, whose states are comprised of the states for the individual agents. This fact has the
consequence that we need an exploding number of training samples and need to fix an exploding number
of parameters. This is in general not necessary, since the behaviors of any two agents are normally either
in agreement with other, or totally unrelated. The latent structure influence process fits such a multi-agent
process by emulating how a group of agents influence each other. In this chapter, we present two different
ways to incorporate new evidence into the latent states of a latent structure influence process, and derive the
inference algorithms for the influence modeling.
2.1 The Linear Approach to the Influence Modeling
The influence model is a tractable approximation of the intractable hidden Markov modeling of multiple
interacting dynamic processes. While the number of states for the hidden Markov model is the multiplica-
tion of the number of states for individual processes, the number of states for the corresponding influence
model is the summation of the number of states for individual processes. The influence model attains this
tractability by linearly combining the contributions of the latent state distributions of individual processes at
time t to get the latent state distributions of individual processes at time t + 1.
To illustrate the difficulties of the hidden Markov modeling of a system of multiple interacting processes,
and to motivate the influence model approximation, let us consider a system of C interacting processes. In
this system, the latent state for process c at time t is denoted as S(c) and has a multinomial distribution
over {1, , mc}. The latent state for the whole system at time t is denoted as st = s() -. (C) andf . . S*t St
has a multivariate multinomial distribution over {1- 1,--- mi ... mC} . The state transition matrix G
C C
propagates the system latent state distribution vector (P(st)) at time t to the system latent state distribution
vector (p(st+1)) at time t + 1:
(P(s=)) = (P(st = ... ... P(st =m i.)
C C
(P(st+1)) = (P(st)) - G
(P(st-1)) = r
The hidden Markov modeling of the whole system has the "curse of dimensionality" and needs to be
regularized, since the size of G (which is Hc mc) grows exponentially with the number of dynamic pro-
cesses in the system, while the size of training data only grow polynomially with the number of dynamic
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processes. To cope with this issue, we introduce the system event matrix (B) and its Penrose-Moore pseu-
doinverse (B+) , and compute in a space related to the system's influence matrix H = B+ - G -B, which
is logarithmically smaller, and preserves the eigen-structure of G. In doing so, we confine ourselves to a
much restricted space Go = B -H -B+ - BB+ - G -BB+, whose expressive complexity grows 2nd-order
polynomial with the number of processes in the system. The event matrix for the system under discussing
has ]H, mc number of rows and E,, mc number of columns. It can be constructed in two steps: (1) sorting
all possible values the system latent state can take, and (2) filling the rows of the event matrix sequentially
by the "one hot" encodings of the corresponding latent state values. The event matrix transforms the system
latent state distribution vector (P(st)) to the system's marginal latent state distribution vector (P(s
(P(s c))) (P(s 1  = 1), -_ , P(s - . .M ,
(s = 1),. , P(s = mc))
M C
(P(s4c))) = (P(st)) B
H = B+ .. B
By introducing the above approximation, the latent state propagation from time t to time t + 1 becomes,
(P(st+1 )) = (P(st)) -BB+ - G -BB+
(P(st=1)) = 7r -BB+
(P(s$<) = (P(st+1 )) -B
= (P(st))-BB+.G-BB+-B
(P(sc))) -H
P(si,)) =7r - B
The connection between (P(st)) and (P(sc)) by the event matrix B, and the connection between
(P(s +)) and (P(s c))) by the influence matrix H is shown in Figure 2.1. The influence matrix H
B+ - G -B can always be expressed as the Kronecker product of a transposed stochastic matrix D with a
collection of stochastic matrices (A(ci2)):
di, - A(1,1) ... di,c - A(1,c)
dc,1 - A(c,1) ... dc,c A(cc)
In terms of this property, the marginal state distribution for process c2 at time t + 1 is a weighted sum of
the "influences" of the marginal state distributions for processes 1 < ci < C at time t, where the influence
from process ci to process c2 is computed by right-multiplying the marginal latent state distribution of ci at
time t with the stochastic matrix A(ci,C2).
In both the hidden Markov modeling of system dynamics and its latent structure influence model ap-
proximation, the observation oc) of a process c at time t probabilistically depends and only depends on the
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Figure 2.1: (a) The event matrix B produces marginal distributions from joint distributions. (b) The influ-
ence matrix H linearly combines the marginal latent state distribution at time t to generate the marginal
latent state distribution at time t + 1.
latent state s of process c at time t.
P(otlst) = J7P(o c) C)
C
(P(otlst)) = (P(otlst=1 .. 1) ...
C
P(otst = M.MC)
C
The observations o c) for process c at time t can be either multinomial or Gaussian. When the observations
for process c are multinomial, we use ne to represent the number of possible observation symbols: o c) E
[1 ... nc]. We define B(c) = (br ), where b~c? = p(o(c) = ils(c) = i), as the observation matrix. When
the observations for process c are Gaussian, we use nc to represent the dimensionality of the me number of
Gaussian distributions corresponding to each latent state s(c) E [1 ... mc]: o(c) ~ (-sA'$) .
2.1.1 The marginalizing operator B and its inverse B+
In this section, we formulate the marginalizing operator that maps a joint probability mass function to
several marginal probability mass functions. We also derive the best linear estimator (the linear inverse
marginalizing operator) that maps several marginal probability mass functions to a joint probability mass
function. These two operators are essential to this thesis, since one task of this thesis is to get a good
estimate of a joint probability mass function by operate only on the marginal probability mass functions that
are logarithmically smaller.
Before we proceed formally, let us image how the marginalizing operator and the (linear) inverse
marginalizing operator look like. The marginalization operator is linear, since we only need to sum over
the joint probability mass function of those joint states that has a particular marginal state realization to get
the marginal probability mass function of this marginal state realization. For example, if we want to know
the probability that a power plant fails in a network of power plants, we can add up all probabilities of the
network that says this particular power plant fails.
We normally cannot recover the exact joint probability mass function from several marginal probability
functions, since the joint probability mass function contains more information than the marginal probability
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mass functions. To be more specific, the information that relates different marginal probability mass func-
tions is not given by a list of probability mass functions. Intuitively, in order to estimate the joint probability
mass function by using a linear combination of the marginal probability mass functions, we would assume
that all marginal probabilities have equal contribution, and that the joint probability mass function for a joint
state is proportional to the sum of the marginal probability mass functions of the constituent states. For
example, if we want to know the probability that all power plants in a network are normal, we can assume
that each power plant has equal contribution to the fact of their joint state. As a result, we can first add up
the probabilities that the individual power plants are normal, then normalize the sum to estimate the joint
probability. This intuition is correct, as we will show below.
The rest of this subsection proceeds in the following way. First, we define the marginalizing oper-
ator formally. Then, we derive the linear inverse marginalizing operator, and explain the mathematical
intuition. Based on our knowledge of the marginalizing operator and its inverse, we will discuss several
matrices: B+GB and BHB+. The matrix B is a marginalizing operator, B+ and BT are the pseudoin-
verse and transpose of B, respectively. The matrix G is a Markov matrix corresponding to a joint state
S (( S() ... S(C) )), and the matrix H is an influence matrix corresponding to the marginal states
S(1) . . . , S(C). We will show that those matrix operations map between influence matrices and Markov
matrices. The computations have intuitive interpretations. The analysis is important, since we need to
search for those matrices to maximize some likelihood functions.
Let us begin with an example of the matrix B.
Example 3. Let us imagine that we have a network of four power plants numbered 1, 2, 3, 4 respectively.
Each power plant takes two states: normal and failed, and the state of the network is a 4-tuple of the states
for the individual power plants. By this description, the (joint) states of the network form a probability space
{Q, P}, and the (marginal) states for individual power plants form probability spaces {(c), P(c) }, where
c = 1, 2, 3, 4. We use the random variables S(c) to describe the probability spaces {Q(c), pc) }, where
S(c) = 1 power plant c normal
2 power plant c failed
We also use the row vectors
(P(c)(S(c)) s(c)={1,2} - ( p(c)(S(c) = 1) p(S(c) = 2))
p(c)(S(c) c={1,2,3,4} = ( p (S (1) 1) p(1) (S(1) - 2) p( 2) (S(2) = 1) p( 2) (S(2) - 2)
s(c-)={ 1,2}
p(3)(g(3) = 1) p( 3)(S( 3) - 2) P( 4)(S( 4) = 1) P( 4)(S(4) = 2))
to denote the probability mass function for one random variable S(c), and a concatenation of the probability
mass functions for random variables, respectively. In the same fashion, we use the random vector
(S(c) 1c4=( S (1) S (2) S (3) S (4) )
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to describe the probability space {Q, P}, and we use the row vector
((Sc) 1<c<4)) SP ((S(c)) -(1
P ((S(c)) = (1
P ((S(c)) (1
P ((S(c)) -(I
P ((S(c)) - ( i
P ((S(c)) - (1
P ((S(c)) (2
P ((S(c)) - ( 2
1 1 1 P)) ((S(c))=( 1
2 1)) P ((S(c)) -(1
1 1)) P ((S(c)) (1
2 1)) P ((S(c))=(i
1 1 )) P ((S(C))=(1
2 1)) P ((S(c))=(i
1 1)) P ((S(c)) ( 2
2 1)) P ((S(c)) ( 2
to describe the probability mass function for the random vector (S(c)) 1 Alternatively, we use the
random function
- S(1)+2.s(2)+4.s(3)+8-s( 4)
1c<4) )
= P ((Sc)) c4)
((S(c)) 1 ) to the
)) 1S* 2,3,41}(P (scS(c)=J1
0 1 0 1 0
0 1 0 1 0
0 1 0 0 1
0 1 0 0 1
0 0 1 1 0
0 0 1 1 0
0 0 1 0 1
0 0 1 0 1
1 1 0 1 0
1 1 0 1 0
1 1 0 0 1
1 1 0 0 1
1 0 1 1 0
1 0 1 1 0
1 0 1 0 1
1 0 1 0 1
(SI')
0 10c14
This marginalizing operator gets P(c) (s(c)) by summing over all joint probability mass functions
P (( S(1) S(2) S(3) S(4) ))
for all states such that S(C) - s(c)
(P 1 1 2 ))
S (s(c))
to describe the probability space {, P}, and we have
((Sc )
A marginalizing operator that maps the joint probability mass function (P
marginal probability mass functions (P (S(c)))s ( 2 is
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Let us suppose we have C random variables S), S(2),... , S(c). Each random variable S(c), where
1 < c < C, can take me number of states S(c) - {1, 2, - , mC}. Let the random function
)C c-1
S ( s(c) i<c<c -ESC.H MI
c=1 (c1=1
be the joint state. The marginalizing operator is a matrix that maps from
(P (S))S=1.. -imc
to
(P S(c)))c=..C
Definition 2. The marginalizing operator
B ((mc)isc<c) = B (( mi m 2 ... mc
is a _1 me x 1 mc matrix, where
cl
Bij<- c = argmaxcii - MC > 0,
c2=1
C
S = j -mc
cl=1
S if s = floor cm ) mod mc+1Bi~j= '11<1=1"mBj 0 otherwise
The best estimator B+ that maps the marginal pmf's to the joint pmf is the "inverse" of the marginalizing
matrix B. Since the matrix B is not full-ranked, its inverse does not exist. As a result, we attempt to find
the best matrix that takes the effect of inversion (Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse). Let us take a digression
and inspect the Bayesian interpretation of pseudoinverse before we give the inverse of the marginalizing
operator.
The problem involved with the pseudoinverse operator is solving linear systems A - X = b, where we
know the matrix A and the vector b, and need to find the vector I to satisfy this equation. When the
matrix A has full rank and is not ill-conditioned, i.e., when ||Al - ||A- 1 || is relatively small, the systems
A . 7 = b have unique solutions and are not interesting to us. In situations when linear systems do not
have numerically stable solutions, do not have solutions, or do not have unique solutions, we would think
that the information provided by the linear systems are not enough, and provide more information to the
linear system in order to solve it. One way to provide information is to assume that 7 and b have Gaussian
random noises: Y - 1(0, oxI), and b A(0, ob I). The best linear estimator (in the sense that it has the
minimum mean-square error l1b - A - 112 + (oU/o2) - ||I||2) is thus Y = (A T A + (o/0-) -I) AT =
(ATA + a2 .)- A T. The Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse of matrix A is defined as A+ = lima2 _,o(ATA+
a 21)-1AT = lim,2, 0 AT(ATA + a 2 1- 1 .
Definition 3. The pseudoinverse A+of a matrix A is the unique matrix that satisfies the following criteria:
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1. AA+A =A
2. A+ AA+ A+, A+ is a weak inverse for the multiplicative semi-group
3. (AA+)* AA+, AA+ is Hermitian
4. (A+A)* - A+A, A+A is Hermitian
Alternatively, A+ can be defined by the following limiting process:
A+ = lim (AT A + a 21)-'AT = lim AT (AT A + a21)-1
a2 g 9O 2-+0
The pseudoinverse B+ of a marginalizing operator B (( m1  m 2  ... mc
B+ = ci - BT + c2, where ci and c2 are constants determined by mi, - - - , mc.
)) has a simple form:
Theorem 1. Given a system of C interacting processes, and me number of possible values for the latent
state s(c) for process 1 < c < C, we have,
-BT +D 2 - 1mcxHm)
Di = diag[ m i. mi
k mk k Mk
mI
mz t m c'
k mk k mk
mC
D2 = diag[- Y ,--- ,- 1 ,--- , - : I ,--- ,- E ]
kDl Mk kpl k kzC C k k#C Mk
Ml mC
where BT represents the transpose of B.
Proof In order to
B+BB+ = B+,
the element at the
E me x 'mc).
prove that B+ is the pseudoinverse of B, we need to show four things: BB+B = B,
(BB+)T = BB+, and (B+B)T - B+B. Below, we use A[ci, c2 , i, j] to represent
ith row, Jth column in the sub-matrix index by (ci, c2) of the matrix A (whose size is
(BT B)[ci, c2, Z, j)-
{Hkc1 mk
0
~k:Aci,c2 mnk
I C1 = C2,
, c C2, z
C1=AC
(1 m1Tk) . (B+ B) [ci, C2, i, A]
c k fc
Ec Z A k~c mk- cc 1 Hk#c,ci mk C1 = C2, Z =
c ci kc,ci Tmk Cl = c2, Z # j
fHk#ci,c2 Mk C1 # C2
It follows that (B+B)T - B+B, BB+B = B, and B+BB+ = B+.
1
B+ .(D E jM
c mk
c kf4c
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To show (BB+)T - BB+, we notice
1 - (BB+)T
c k:Ac
(BDiBT + BD21 mXmc7 '
C C
= BDiBT + 1HmxZmD2B
= BDiBT -( I ) 1 lmcxEmc
= BDiBT + BD 2 1 mcxHmC
= BB
The computation of B+ has a very intuitive interpretation. Suppose S), , S(c) are C random
variables. Each variable takes finite number of values: S(c) - {1, .. . mc}, where 1 < c < C. The random
function S (( S(1) -.. S(C) )) "encodes" the individual random variables. Let us look at how B+ maps
a joint probability mass function to several marginal probability mass functions. Let us first naively sum up
all marginal probability distributions P(S(c)), where 1 < c < C, to get the joint probability distribution
P (S (( S(1) ... S(C) ))). In other words, we use the following formula
(S (( S(1) ..- S(C) (P( SC))) p g<c  - BT
In the formula for P, the marginal probability mass function corresponding to S(c) = s(c) is summed up for
lc1#Ac mel times in the joint probability mass function for all possible realizations.
P (S (( S() . - s(c) ... c )))
As a result, we need cancel this effect by scaling the contribution of S(c) by .P(S(. This operation is
reflected by the matrix D1. The computation of P is also biased, since the information Es,) P(s(c)) = 1 is
not useful for P. As a result, we need to cancel the effect by subtraction HP(S(c 1 by
(Hlk ink) (>3k 1Mk
The operation of removing the bias is reflected by the matrix D2. To further illustrate the effect of re-
moving the bias, we can compare the joint probability mass function P via 1 m (D1 - BT + D2 -)
and the probability function P via koc D1 - BT. P might have negative values, while P is always
positive. Let us suppose that P is positive thus a true probability mass function. In this case, we get P by
adding a constant to all values of P. From our knowledge of information theory, we lose information from
P to P. On the other hand, the matrix D2 -1 tries to extract more information from the marginal distributions
P(S(c)), where 1 < c < C.
With the knowledge of B and B+, we can compute the analytic form of B+GB and BHB+, where G
is a Markov matrix, and H is an influence matrix. We need to point out that B+GB (with restriction on G)
is an influence matrices, while BHB+ is a Markov matrices.
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Theorem 2. Let 1 < S(c) < m, where 1 < c < C, are random variables, S ((S('))1 c C) be the
random function, B (( m 1 .- mc )), B+, H, G be respectively the marginalizing matrix, the inverse
of the marginalizing matrix, a influence matrix, and a Markov matrix related to S(c), where 1 < c < C, and
S. We have the following relations:
e The analytical form of B+GB. Each row of the (c1, c2)-th sub-matrix sum up to 1/'nc.ZC1/~
(B+GB) (c1, c2, i, j) = 1 -[ZG
11clc mc ,(cl)i
t(c2) =H s~c1c1)
S(C54Cl)
t(cc 2 )
S 1
LcAcl mc
(T me) - EC -- )
(B+GB) (cl, c2, i, j)
(B+GB) 0c, c2, s(ci)c j>
ci j
1 1
mci Ec c
-1c
* The analytical form related to BHB+. Each row of BHB+ sums up to 1.
cl,c2
i=s(cl)
j=t(c
2 )
( 1 C -i
H (c1, c2, i, J) - 1 ) C -
Hc0c2 nc HC MC)
E3 (BHB+) (() ... s (C)(1)... t(c)
t(1) ... t(C)
e The constant matrices 1 (E mc)x (E mc) and 1 (H mc)x(H mc)
B1(Emc)x(Emc)B+ 1 (H mc)x(Hmc)
B+1(Hmc)x(H mc)B =1(Emc)x(Emc)
Instead of giving a derivation of the above equalities, we trace the computation and describe infor-
mally how we make a best linear estimation of the influence matrix corresponding to a Markov matrix,
and how we make a best linear estimation of the Markov matrix corresponding to an influence matrix. In
order to compute the entry corresponding to Sl'i = s "l, S = s from the matrix B+GB (i.e.,
(B+GB) (Ci, c2 , 8 C1) Sc2) ), we sum up all entries of G that are compatible with the fact SCi) (ci)
and S2 =((Q, and there are (H me x (H mc) number of summands. Since we sum up
adS 2  S2 ' n hr r (Fc~c , \C#C / F
1coci me number of items involving ci, we need to scale this sum byl/ ,cc mc. This leads to
mc2
1 - Y G (s(1) -. -- s(C),I tul) -.-. t(c)
Oc~c mcj=1 s(c 1)=-i t(c2)=
-
G (sP) ... s(C), tu) -.. t(c)S(1<c<c)
t(c 2 ) =j
t(cc2)
(s0) -. --s(C),I t(1) ... t(c) _
(BHB+) (s(1) -.-. s(c) I (1) ... t(c) )
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Now the rows of (c1, c2)-th sub-matrices all sum up to 1. In comparison, we want to extract one arbitrary
row from the (ci, c2)-th matrix for all 1 < cl < C and sum those rows to 1. Since the contribution of each
S(cl) to S(c 2) , where 1 < ci < C, is inverse proportional to the number of states me, we need to offset
the quantity r I m s t(c2>j G (s( 1) ... s(c), t(1) ... t(c)) by " of the likelihood that
S(c2) t(c2). Notice that the sum of all entries of the Markov matrix G sum up to H c me
1 .C G (s(1) -. -- s(C),I t(l) -.-. t(c)
(fic me) (c1> c 2 )
In order to compute the entry of (BHB+) (((c))iscsc , (t(c))iscsc , we sum up all entries in H
compatible with s(c), and t(c). There are (E mc) x (E mc) summands in total. Since each t(c2) contributes
to BHB+ for 1cAc2 me number of times as H(s(cl), t(c2 )) for some s(cl) , we need to scale the contribution
of t(c2 ) down by I C . This leads to
1
1 (H (c1, c2, i, j) -=C
c1,c2 fc:Ac2 Mc
i=s(ci)
j=t(c 2 )
t(1) --- t(c)
Each S(c) contributes a quantity of 1 to each row of BHB+ , and all of the C marginal random variables
S(c), where 1 < c < C, have a total contribution of C to each row of BHB+. As a result, we want to
down-shift the values obtained by C - 1 and distribute this quantity among all Hc me entries. This gives
the offset.
We compute below the matrices B+, and BHB+ related to the network of four power plants.
Example 4. Let us compute the pseudoinverse B+ of the marginalizing operator
B (( mi m2 m 3 M4 )) = B (( 2 2 2 2 ))
for the network offour power plants (Example 3) as well as other interesting objects.
The constants i and - Zkyc e are computed as follows:
c k~c
1 1
H ik m 2 X m 3 X m 4 + mi x m 3 x m 4 + m1 x M 2 x M4 + mi x m 2 x m 3
c k4c
1
2x2x2+2x2x2+2x2x2+2x2x2
1
32
mc = 4, c = 1, 2, 3,4
k Mk
E I -3, c = 1, 2, 3,4
k#c
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The matrix 1 -m D1 is computed as:
1
c Hk#c mk
1
1
81
8
81
81
81
3
64 3
64 3
64 3
3
3
64
The pseudoinverse B+ is thus:
B+
S C Dmk- . BT + D2 - 1 ( Em ,)X(Hcmc)
+5 +5 +5 +5 +5 +5 +5 +5 -3 -3 -3 -3 -3 -3 -3 -3
-3 -3 -3 -3 -3 -3 -3 -3 +5 +5 +5 +5 +5 +5 +5 +5
+5 +5 +5 +5 -3 -3 -3 -3 +5 +5 +5 +5 -3 -3 -3 -3
1 -3 -3 -3 -3 +5 +5 +5 +5 -3 -3 -3 -3 +5 +5 +5 +5
64 +5 +5 -3 -3 +5 +5 -3 -3 +5 +5 -3 -3 +5 +5 -3 -3
-3 -3 +5 +5 -3 -3 +5 +5 -3 -3 +5 +5 -3 -3 +5 +5
+5 -3 +5 -3 +5 -3 +5 -3 +5 -3 +5 -3 +5 -3 +5 -3
-3 +5 -3 +5 -3 +5 -3 +5 -3 +5 -3 +5 -3 +5 -3 +5
The matrix - - D2 is computed as:
1 *D2 -
c Hc mk -2
The matrix 1 (, mx(Hm is
1 m ) (HM)
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The constants E, Hyk mjn, LEcci Hk:c,c, nk, Hk#c1 ,c2 nk for computing B+B are:
S Mk = M 2 X m 3 X M4 + M 1 X M 3 X M4 + mi X m 2 X m 4 + Mi X M2 X M3
c k/zc
= 32
S in = 16, ci = 1, 2,3,4
coci khc,ci
Jj = 4, ci, c2 =1,2,3,4
k4ci,c2
The matrix B+B is
20 -12 4 4 4 4 4 4
-12 20 4 4 4 4 4 4
4 4 20 -12 4 4 4 4
B+B 1 4 4 -12 20 4 4 4 4
B 32 4 4 4 4 20 -12 4 4
4 4 4 4 -12 20 4 4
4 4 4 4 4 4 20 -12
4 4 4 4 4 4 -12 20
This is the best matrix we can get from the marginalizing matrixB and any other matrix A that most resem-
bles the identity matrix.
Let matrix H = (c1,c 2) 1 be the influence matrix of the network offour power plants.(ci),(c2) S(Cl),s(c2)={1,2}
In this matrix, h(cl C2) represents the "influence" from state s() of power plant c1 to state s(c2) of power
plant c, and (Cl,~2) st
plant C2, and h C2) is the (s(cl), s(c2))-th element in the (c1, c2)-th sub matrix of H. Let matrix G
be the Markov matrix of the hidden Markov process model of the network, corresponding to the latent
structure influence process model. Let the random variable S ((S(1)S(2) (3)S (4))) be the state of the
network, "encoded" by the states of the individual power plants, and
S s (ss(3) = 8 -s) + 8.s(2) + 8 -s( + 8 S(4)
With this notation,
B - H -B+[ 80) .. 8 2 S 5().. . 2
=1 h) +2 h) +3 h) +(4-m2x,31mh +h ') +h + (4 -() +
s1 s 2 s1 2 S2s 1S2 M2 X m 3 X M4
h( +h , + h +h h(2) +
(1) (2) (2) (3) (2) (4) 23) i
h+ h , + h 4 + h -3) m
mi 22 S1 m2 2 Sx MX m2 x m4
(1,) (2,4) (3, s4)4,4))i in in ±
h -i)(4 h (2 ) 4 ) +h 3 (4) + h( (4))J( in
4-1
Mn1 X m 2 X in3 X in4
The expression for B+GB (c1, C2 (1) s(2)) has too many terms, we do not write an explicit expression
here.
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2.1.2 Estimation of Forward and Backward Parameters
For hidden Markov models whose latent variable S can take hundreds or even thousands of values, its
influence modeling is rather intuitive: We attempt to find another set of latent variables S(c), where 1 <
c < C, and establish the connection between S(c) and S, as well as the connection between S(c) and the
observations Y. The inferences involved with S(c) can be computationally much cheaper and more stable
than the inferences involved with S. In this section, we show that if the latent variable S of the original
hidden Markov model can be mapped linearly from a set of variables S(c), and if for each random variable
S(c), we know the conditional probability P(Y(c) S(c)) for the observation Y(c), then the inferences with
S(c) is much cheaper and more stable. In addition, our understanding of the original random variable S
can come from the mapping from S(c) to S. This section proceeds in the following order. We first state
how the conditional probability of an observation conditioned on the random variable S be mapped to the
conditional probability of this observation conditioned on the random variables S(c). Then we give the
forward-backward algorithm of the influence modeling based on linear mapping. Last, we state how to
connect the probabilities involved with S and the probabilities involved with S(c).
Let us first review the forward-backward algorithm in matrix form, and inspect how we reduce a complex
hidden Markov model inference problem involved with a large number of latent states to a much simpler
one via the influence modeling. The matrix form of the forward-backward algorithm is the most natural
form for this formulation.
In the below, we let S(C, where 1 < c < C, be random variables, S (CS)1scs be a random
vector, and S S(c)) 1csc be the index of (S(C) 15. The index random variable S can take He mc
number of different values. Let (St, (Ytc))1 c C) be a hidden Markov process characterized by the
initial state distribution r, = P(Si = s) , the state transition probability P(St+1 St), and the emission
( ()1 <c<c St Y C)1<c<cprobability P Y ~  p y(c) S(c)) Given Yt , the statistical values at(st),probbiliy P HC (Yt *1<tsT
!t(st), -t(st), and t-t+ 1(st, st+1) are the forward parameters, the backward parameters, the one-slice
parameters, and the two-slice parameters respectively:
(C) 1<c<Cat (st) =P (St, (yt Ij,
(c) 1<c<COt (St) =j P y t
t+1<t1<_T/
(C) 1<c<C7t (St) =P (st, (YtiI< ,5
(t-*t+1(St, St+1) = (st, st+1 (yt(c) c<)
Let S (1) .- S(C) y(1) ... y(C) be a latent structure influence process characterized by the
marginal initial state distributions 7Sc) = P(Sc) = s), the marginal state transition probabilities
EC=1(C1,) (YC))<c<CP(s + 1) .0)) = h and the emission probabilities P(Yt(c) S(C)) Given (Yt(c)t+ t t C S (-1)8 (C t1<t<T
the statistical values a () (3c) (c)(st), and (Oc (sC), s(,2) are the marginal forward param-
eters, the marginal backward parameters, the marginal one-slice parameters, and the marginal two-slice
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parameters respectively:
(c) (Sc))
(c) ((C))
t(c) (C)
( Cl 2+ (s(c1) SC2))
=SH ( (c) 1<c<CYt1<tt
_ ( (c) i<c<c C )
= t+1<t1 <T
((c) /(c) 1<c<c
t j1<t1<T)
p ((c1) (c2) ( (c) <C
= St 't~ji' (Ytj }1 ti T}
We express the above parameters and the statistics related to the hidden Markov model with the following
matrix form:
(7r) = ( ri
= ( at(
\ ft
-
-
- 7rne mc
1) ..- at(11c mec))
it (1)
(Jc mc)
(C) 1)
(p (ytIst))
P(y(1) ..-
=t
P(y -.-.-. yt(c) IS = Ic mc)
We express the above parameters and the statistics related to the latent structure influence model with the
following matrix form:
(1)
71~1( (c))
(c))
(1)
... Win1
i
a1) (1) ..-
MlI
(c)
(P(y (c)|IS(c)) )
/081)(1)
t3l (mli)
0(c) (1)
0(c)
\ t(C)
M}
mC
C) (C)
a (1) a () - .- - ) (c)( c)
MC
= diag( ,tYi'Ilot'1) 10yt ml)F 1 -- Py SM= i
p((C)IS(C) 
-1)
(at)
(13t)
... p (tc)Ig(c) = mnc))
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With this notation, we can verify that the statistical parameters for a hidden Markov model can be
expressed in the following non-recursive form
(at) = (7r) - (P(y1Isi)) G - (P(y 2 1s2)) -G - (P(ytlst))
(0t) G - (P(ot+1Is)) ... G (P(orIs)) l1l, mc xi
('t) = (at) . * (0t)
((t-+t+1) = G. * ((Ot) - (at))
P(y1 -. -yt) = (aT) -= 1 - (!1) = at - 3t
The forward and backward parameters (at) and (0t) can also be expressed in the following recursive form:
(at=1) = (7r) - (P(y1|si))
(at+I) = (at) - G - (P(yt Is))
(#t=T) = lHemcxi
(0t) = G (P(yt+1Is))' (0t+1)
Since we have assumed that the probability mass functions for S(c) and the probability mass functions
for St can be mapped to each other with the marginalizing operator B and its inverse B+, the space of valid
probability mass functions are restricted, and the transition matrix has the restriction that G = BB+GBB+.
With this assumption, we can recombine the terms and write the marginal forward parameters (a c) as the
following:
(at) = r- BB+ - (P(yI|si)) -BB+ - G BB+ - BB+ - G -BB+ . (P(ytlst))
a ) A (at) - B
(7r - B) - (B+ . (P(yl|si)) -B) - H- - H- (B+ - (P(ytlst)) - B)
We can also recombine the terms and write the marginal backward parameters ((c) as the following:
(0t) BB+ - G -BB+ . (P(yt+lst)) - BB+ - G -BB+ . (P(yTIsT)) . llinxi
((c) A H- (B+ - (P(yt+1lst+1)) - B) - H - (B+ - (P(YTIST)) - 1]-mcx1)
= H (B+- (P(yt+1lst+1)) . B) ... H - (B+ (P(yTIsT)) - B) (B+ mc x1)
SH - (B - (P(yt+1|st+1)) -B) -.. H - (B+ (P(yTIsT)) -B)- 1imcx
(0t) = B- (-(c)
The likelihood of observing sequence y1 -.. YT can be expressed as
P(y1 = (at ) . (;)
The recursive formulas for the marginal forward and backward parameters are thus:
(at=,) (,(c)) - (B+ - (P(yi Is)) - B)
(a,+) = (,(c)) - H - (B+ - (P(yt+1Is)) - B)
(0(CH) (B + - (P (yt+ 1st+ )) B ) - (0C
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As a result, if we can compute (B+ - (P(ytlst)) . B) in terms of St, we can make the inference without
involving St. This is actually true, as we will demonstrate below.
< S(c) < me, where 1 < c C, be random variables, and the random variable
be the index of (S(C) 1c. The random variables S(C) are independent:
(s(c)) 1 c C)
. Let B (( m1
= J P (s(c))
- mC )) and B+ be the marginalizing matrix and its inverse, and
P(S =1)
=B+obslik
P(S = Fe mc)
We have
obslik (ci, c2, i, j)
P(S(c1) = i) . P(S() = j)
1  P(S(ci) = i)
0
,Cl 5 C2
ci = c2, 2 = J
,c = c2,  j
2.1.3 Parameter Estimation
In this section, we give the likelihood function for a latent state influence model, with the assumption that the
marginal probability mass functions can be mapped linearly to a joint probability mass function. We con-
()1<c<C
sider two situations: the latent states (S t - - are known exactly, and only a probabilistic estimate of1<t<T
1~<c<C
S C) is known. Based on the likelihood function, we derive the parameter re-estimation formula fort ) i <t<T
1st1T
the latent state influence model. It should be noticed that the correlations of (S within the same
time slice t are not captured by the influence matrix. They are provided by the observations, when we com-
bine the evidence from new observations P (-tI ') with the estimation from old observations P(-I...t_).
The influence matrix only captures the correlations between (S0) 1 c C and (S) 1<c<C
)<c<C ' 1<c<CWhen we know the latent states exactly, S(C) _- 8 e( t})1<t<T \ / 1<t<T
= y ) - - ,the likelihood function can be computed as follows:\ I1<t<T
corresponding to the observations
) -t=1
C C '
c c= (C ) + (c2)
C1 =1 C2=1 St St+
T C
(C) I(c))
(t=1 c=1
Theorem 3. Let 1
S ((SC) I<C C)
y C) )1<c<C1 <t<T
(C) 1<c<c
P ( (Yt )I<t<T)
V lPS+ t 1A l T-1 T tt
t=1 t=1
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We can find a new estimate of the parameters to try to maximize the log likelihood function:
l(c) <c<C
Vt )1<t<T)
T-1 C C
rc)) + log h( 1c2Z=1 c = c (c) (12)t=zl C1=1 C2=1 8t t+
log h c
t t+1
T -1 C C mc1 mc2
t=1 c=1 cl=1 i=1 j=1
C me
(c) -log 7r+
c=1 i=1
T C
+ E log p(yt(C) ic))
t=1 c=1
T C
log p(ytc) tc)+ 1
T C m
i) (s ( c2) j) log h 1,J c2) +
t=1 c=1 i=1
C C mc1 mc23(cl,c2) (i log h ,c2)
c=1 c1=1 i=1 j=1
C Mc
+ (c) -log p(ytc)
c=1 i=1
where the step 2.1 is according to the Jensen's inequality, the function
(i,Ij) = .
is the Kronecker delta function, and
fr(c)
_= (c) i)
T-1
(cl,c2)(j jcl), j c),
t=1
T
,(c) ((4c), i)
t=1
(C) (ic2) parmeerare the sufficient statistics for 7T hc2) and p(yt i) respectively. We can maximize the ara eters
involved in the influence matrix H by equaling them to the corresponding sufficient statistics:
(c) _ (c) (2.2)
~(cl,c2)
h(cic 2 ) - 1 . Eij(2.3)
,3 C mc2 ~(cl,c2)
j=1 cij
We can maximize the parameters that map from the latent states to the observations in the same way as in
an ordinary hidden Markov model.
log p (
c=1
C
p(7r ( )
c=1 S
C me
(),i) log 7r) +
c=1 i=1
(2.1)
6 cg) P (c) j)
T-1 C C
+ E
t=1 C1=1 C2=1
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When the latent states at time t = 1..T are not known. We can choose parameters that maximize the
expected log likelihood function:
E lg P (C)1<c<C~
Eg ...g log p Y y c) t
§.J~ ~ lis _. T()()I 0[C () T C C T~1c2(2  C ~ ~
Egl...g, log 7r (C) + log h c + log p(ytc)c
c=1 s1 t=1 c1=1 c2=1 St 't+1 t=1 c=1
C' T. CT C T1 CC ~)()I0
I. log 7r + log h 
log P(Yt ))
c=1 t=1 c2=1 cl=1 t t+1 t=1 c=1 .
C mc
E c 6(s c), ) log (c) +
c=1 i=1
C C Mc1 Mc2 T -1
E c [(s c1), i) J(s ) log h C1,C2 ) +
c=1 c1=1 i=1 j=1 t=1
C mc T
E [6 (s c), i) log (Yc) Z
c=1 i=1 t=1
C Me
r> c) - log c) +
c=1 i=1
C C Mc1 Mc2 C Me(c1,c2) .lgh 2) > log (yc) I
c=1 c1=1 i=1 j=1 c=1 i=1
According to the attributes of the expectation operator and the Kronecker delta operator, the sufficient statis-
tics are given in the following way, and the parameters related to the state transitions are maximized by
equations 2.2 and 2.3:
(c) = (c)
T=1
(cL 2) ((cl c C2)
t=1
T
t=1
We summarize the EM algorithm for the latent structure influence model in Algorithm 1.
2.2 The Non-linear Approach to the Influence Modeling
We need to notice that the probability space of a joint random variable S ((S(c)) lc<C) is exponentially
larger than the probability spaces of its constituent random variables, and there are many mappings between
the probability space of the joint random variable and the marginal random variables. In Section 2.1, we
defined a class of linear mappings between the joint random variable and the marginal random variables,
formulated the latent structure influence model based on this mapping, and showed that the inference algo-
rithms for an latent structure influence model is equivalent to the inference algorithms for the corresponding
2.2. THE NON-LINEAR APPROACH TO THE INFLUENCE MODELING
Algorithm 1 The EM algorithm for the latent structure influence model (linear)
E-Step
((c))
(c))
_1 l
(,rc) -B+r _-(c)Hat(c) -
(p ('1|J1)) B
.B+ ( p ('t_1|sj _1)) B
_ 
1-mc 1 mc x1
H - B+ (p ((1|st_1))1
- ) -diag[ Ot(c)B
=diag[ o (_1 ] H -B+ (
= (a c)(.(c)
M-step
* Parameters related to the latent state transitions
Aij = normalize[ Q(-_t]
t=2
1 1xmi
1 1xmc
di= normalize[S 1t_.tST]
t=2
r(c)
= normalize c)]
Parameters related to multinomial observations
normalize[ jt(c) T
Parameters related to Gaussian observations
c)c- t)T . 4c)
f(c .tm x4 i
( tc) c)4c) T
t 7t -imc x
.(c) _(c) T
PIi P/i
t = 1
t > 1
t = T
t < TB* (-)
6 yt, ffC)]
(c) 2
p (g _1 1st_1)) B - diag t ]
S =
p (c)(gc)|gSc)) =
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hidden Markov model. In this section, we show that a non-linear mapping from the marginal random vari-
ables to the joint random variable also exists (the mapping from the joint random variable to the marginal
random variables is always linear). We also formulate the latent structure influence model based on the non-
linear mapping, and derive the inference algorithms. We will see shortly why we need to map the marginal
probability distributions to the joint probability distribution, and why we call it non-linear.In the non-linear
case, the forward-backward algorithm for an influence model is an approximation to the forward-backward
algorithm for the corresponding hidden Markov model.
In the following paragraphs, we describe the influence parameters, the evolution of the marginal latent
state distributions for individual processes, and the observations for individual processes as probabilistic
functions of the latent states. The usage with an influence model is generally: inference of latent states given
parameters and observations, estimation of parameters given latent states and observations, or simultaneous
latent state inference and parameter estimation from observations. A graphical model representation of
the influence model is plotted in Figure 2.2. In this figure, the left column represents basis step, and the
right column represents the induction step. Black squares are observable, and white squares represent latent
states. Our task is to learn the parameters and latent states from observations. The two-column convention
is adopted from Murphy [2].
Let us assume that we have C interacting stochastic processes and mc(1 < c < C) number of latent
states corresponding to process c in the system's behavior space. Following Asavathiratham [12] we use
Dcx c as the network (influence) matrix, whose columns each add up to 1, and A(c,c2) (1 < ci, c2 5 C)
as the inter-process state transition matrix, whose rows adds up to 1. The influence matrix is defined as the
Kronecker product H = D 0 A = (dci,c2 A(cilc2)) = (h? 'c2)), where H is a block matrix whose sub-
matrix at row ci and column c2 is dc1,c2 A(c ,c2). The influence matrix is used to generate the marginal latent
state distributions for individual processes at time t + 1 from the marginal latent state distributions at time
t. The marginal latent state distributions for individual processes c at time 1 is given as -() = (p(sc)-
1), . . . ) mc)) A (7ri) . . , 7r ), and we concatenate the row vectors g(c) into a longer row vector
7r = (g(), . (C)).
We express the marginal probabilistic distributions of states s(c) for processes c at time t as a row vector
(sc)) = (p(sc) = 1),p(sc) - 2) ... I A 4) = me)), where 1 < c < C, Z p(s4c) = j) = 1, and
concatenate these row vectors together into a longer row vector: () = ((s 2),s) )
Using this notation, the influence marginal latent state distributions for individual interacting processes are
evolved as
p(S-t+1) =P(s't) . H
p(i) = r
There are many ways to establish the equivalence relation between an influence process represented by the
influence matrix H and a Markov process represented by the state transition matrix G. We follow Asavathi-
ratham's formulation in [12] Section 5.11: G = (gij), where gge,gt+1 = Hc Eel h (j .c) Intuitively, this
t , t+1
means that we can linearly combine the marginal latent state distributions at time t to get the marginal latent
state distributions at time t + 1, and that a joint latent state distribution for a system can be factored into the
product of the marginal latent state distributions of individual processes for this system.
The observations o(c) for process c at sample times 1 < t < +oo can be either finite symbolic or
Gaussian and are statistically determined by the corresponding latent state s4c). When the observations for
process c are symbolic, we use nc to represent the number of observation symbols o tc E [1 ... ncJ. We
define B(c) = (ba]), where b = p(o(c) - jIs(c) = i), as the observation matrix. When the observa-
tions for process c are Gaussian, we use ne to represent the dimensionality of the mc number of Gaussian
2.2. THE NON-LINEAR APPROACH TO THE INFLUENCE MODELING
p(s 1,I) =- f() I
p(o 1=i) =p(sti) -p(o lsIt ) I
p(s1) = f(2)
xP(0t=1 3 =1
p(o,1)= p(si! 1) -P(0121I121)
p(s ) = f(c) 
xp(0E1Ii=
p(otl) =p(s-1)pE(oIls)
p(sti) = E p(st') -di, - A(0)
p(o6e?1 ) = p(s 1)P(o+Is1)
p(ofi) = o1)odsi
+= EP(i))di,cA(i,c)
p(o2) = pjp(t)A(s)
Figure 2.2: A graphical model representation of the influence model.
distributions corresponding to each latent state s(c) E [1 ... mc]: o(c) ~ (p c
2.2.1 Latent State Inference
In the inference algorithm below with a non-linear mapping interpretation of H, the computation of the for-
ward parameters needs special care. be the conditional marginal probability for st given the observations
(ci)
yt1 , where 1 < ci C and time 1 < ti 5 t. Let the marginal backward parameters be the conditional
probability of ((ci)) ~cC given s(c)
(t t+1<t1<T
Theorem 4. Let the marginal forward parameters ac) (,ic)), the marginal backward parameters (the marginal one-slice parameters g (c)c)), the marginal two-slice parameters 2 (Sc, s(C ) of a
latent structure influence model be
(c) (S(c))
(c) ( 2())
t->t+1 t t+1
(c) ((c1)) iscisC)
1s ~l tisTIt
-c) (( (C1) ici sc
SY (( )1<_tiT
_ 
p (c1) s(C2) f(c1) 1scis5c
~ t t+1 I(Y )1 / stisT
I
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They can be computed recursively in the following way:
a(C) (5c))
Sc)
#3~ (s )flt< (8(C))
(c) ((C))
( 1t 7i (sc
= ((c)) isc C
= P((c)) 1<c<C
s(c) (C)
18(c)) a(s() )h 'c
ci,8t-(
1
c1=1 c'~
h(ccl)(C(C) (i
St ,St+i
(c)(c) (c) c)
c1) c1)) - C2)h -# 2 (s ) p y iscsC s
Proof In the following, we demonstrate that we can solve for the marginal forward parameters without first
solving the joint marginal forward parameters.
* Basis Step
p s (c) ( (c1) 1cic )
ci) i1ic i) (c1)
(c1) iscisc 1,(c) . (C
* Induction Step
a(s c)
= p I
Ps(ci)
Ci=1 (ci)=
=t1
c 1 ) - h t t
C~ cic) -
c1= 1c
a(s~c') . ~cc
t- (ci)S(c)
St-1 St
In the following, we show that we can get the marginal backward parameters without the knowledge of the
joint backward parameters.
P <c<C ) i ( +
I
P
P
(yc) i<t cis)
(c1) iscisc J(c) P S(C) 7((c1) is1cis<C
(ci) 1<cl<CY
(ci) 1<ci<C
s8 c)
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. Basis Step. We have #(s(c)) = 1 trivially, and
(c) c) 08()
ST T
C M,
-a(s c)
TT~c=1 (C)=ST
-3(#()
* Induction Step
#(s r)
f (c)'1))1 c1 C
- P IYt )t+1 ti T
, 1 <c 1 C
MC
Ep s (i
t+1
c1=1 (C1)=_
-t1
( 
- f p
c1=1 (ci)
-
p
c1=1 (C1)=1
t i~<tl 
_T
( (ci) 1ci C/t t+2<ti <T
C mc,
- E )(s() -
c1=1 (ci) +11
h(ci~c)cj
S(c) (ci
St St+i
Is)
p ((y(c1 )
-p y(c1) 1<cisC
The one-slice parameters y(c) c)) can be computed from the marginal forward parameters and the marginal
backward parameters
(c) ((c))
_ p c)
= P(sc),
(c1 ) c1icT
(c1) i ic P ( iYsC )c
\\i t+l ti T
= a(c)(c)) (c) c))
The two-slice parameters iWc C)s ) can also be computed from the marginal forward parameters
Yte ) 1<t1 T )
MC
E P s (C)
( T
ST0=1
Yt 1 ,i1<t1 T)( (c1) 1KciKC1t /1s<tisT
I M
Y_ (ci) 1<cl<C JSW)t+-l<tl<T t )
yc)1c<
)t -li<
.P(S(C1)1S(C))
t+1
1<cisC s 
-~i p(,scl s0c))
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(4c) c)) and the marginal backward parameters #(c) (,(c).
((ci) (c2)
t t+
P ( (ci) ) lc 1 C
( (ci) l<ci CYtj ) l t1 <T)
sC) P ci) 1<c C
= (i) ~c,C2) p (cl)) l<ci<C
(c)-hc c)SiC) (Y+
2.2.2 Parameter Estimation
Suppose the latent states at time t = 1..T is already known St = s() ... (C) The likelihood function is
(1<c<C
Yi)1<t<T
T -1 T
t=1 ) t=1
C T C C T C
= 1 rE h/ c2 C) ( (c))
c=1 t=1 c2=1 c1=1 t=1 c=1
We can find new parameters and try to maximize the log likelihood function:
log p (
= log
c=1
i<c<C
(Yt(C) 1 <t<T)
T C
7r ())+
1 t=1 c2=1
C
> log 7r ()
c=1
T C C
t=1 c2=1 c1=1
C
log h(cl c
2 )
c= (c) (c2)
cl-i st,5+
log h(cl c2)c2>
st , St+1
T C
+ log (yt(c) c))
t=1 c=1
T C
+ log pXytc) tc))
t=1 c=1
C mC
E ZZ6((c)i) (logirc) +
c=1 i=1
T--1 C
t=1 c=1
C mc1 mc2
S (c1), i) -
c1=1 i=1 j=1
C MC
rc) -log 7r +
c=1 i=1
C C mc1 mc2
ZZE (cc 2)(i,j)
c=1 c1=1 i=1 j=1
T C mc
6(s2, j)- log hc c2) + Z c) ) ()
t=1 c=1 i=1
C Me
- logh cic 2) + ()(c) (c)
c=1 i=1
where the step 2.4 is according to the Jensen's inequality, and the function 6(i, j) = is the Kro-
necker delta function. From 2.5, we know that ir(c) - 6(sc , i), (i _ - c i).
= P sc1)
IS C)
(2.4)
(2.5)
I
Sci c2) (Sci) ,SC2)
(ci) 1<c15C
l1<tist) t +1| -
S (C2)t+1)
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and ~y(c) (i) = E _T (s(c), i) are the sufficient statistics for ir(c), h0 'c2 ), and p(y(c) |i) respectively. We cant=i i'j ti
maximize the parameters involved in the influence matrix H by equaling them to the corresponding suffi-
cient statistics:
(rc) =-r(c) (2.6)
~(c1,c2)
h1ic2) j 2.7)Z3c C m c2 ~(c1,c2)
j=1 iCJ
We can maximize the parameters that map the latent states to the observations in the same way as in an
ordinary hidden Markov model.
When the latent states at time t = 1..T are not known. We can choose parameters that maximize the
expected log likelihood function:
Eg, ... g log p y( (C)c)
) 1<t<T
CT C C T C
E... T[slo 7(C) +c2)t + logpSyc))log 7r +log h(c2)
S Z Zc[ (C)i) +lglC +c)(2 o y
c 1 t=1 c2=1 c1=1 t t+1 t=1 c=1
> >Eg>... log 7r  log h(c1 c2) + l g pytc
=1 t=1 c2=1 c1=1 tt 't+1 t=1 c=1
C mc
E (C) 5(s4 ) i)] -log rc +
c=1 i=1
C C mc1 mc2 T -1
1(c1c2E E E c+ log h(cc1,(clc2 ) + >3>2) ) log c2) +
c=1 c1=1 i=1 j=1 t=1S=1
C me T
tic Egv it fl n cy and c) (c) ra
c=1 i=1 t=1
C Me
(c) - log =r,
c=1 i=1
C C mc1 mc2 C MC
(cc 2)(j, j) - c2) + (c)( (C)
c=1 c1=1 i=1 j=1 c=1 i=1
According to the attributes of the expectation operator and the Kronecker delta operator, the sufficient statis-
tics are given in the following way, and the parameters related to the state transitions are maximized by
Equations 2.6 and 2.7:
fr~c) _(c)
T=1
(c1 c2
t=1
T
(c) E (c) ('
t=1
The parameters are re-estimated in the same way as in the known latent state case.
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Algorithm 2 The EM algorithm for the latent structure influence model
E-Step
* 71xmc t = 1
at_ - -H diag[b] t > 1
/ 1 ( * )(1)
NKt= ... I
1
at= 5t* -N
1= f r 1 mXl t=T
H - diag[bt]Nt+1#t+1 t < T
yt = at - diag[t]
t-1-t = diag[t_1] - H -diag[bt] - diag[3t]
Me
p(5) = l([ t*c))
t,c i=1
M-step
* Parameters related to the latent state transitions
T
Ai= normalize[Z ]2?j
t=2
ixmi
T
dij = normalize[S Zt_1tST|
t=2
7(c) = normalizepIC ]
Parameters related to multinomial observations
p(c)(6(c)g(c)) = normalize[E -(C) T c
t
Parameters related to Gaussian observations
-..(c) T 4c)(c) _Et i *t
-( 4rc) -. 2
2 t76 t 'imcx1.()
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2.2.3 Viterbi-decoding of the Influence Modeling
Theorem 5. Finding a Viterbi path for an influence process is NP-complete
Proof We prove this theorem in 2 steps. We first show that given a hard
assignment for all latent variables on all processes at time t + 1 (i.e. s ), 1 c <C, 1< i < me is
either 0 or 1), finding a hard assignment for all latent variables on all processes at time t (i.e. s. , 1 < c <
C, 1 < i < me is either 0 or 1) is NP-complete. We then show that we have output observations together
with output matrices that fix si+1 while do not fix s'.
(Given s'+1, finding si to maximize p(si+1|I1) is NP-complete) We reduce from the SATISFIABILITY
problem to an influence process with 2 time steps (step t, and step t + 1), such that when the conjunction
normal form under consideration is satisfiable, we have a path sti+1, where s +1 = 2 from some unknown
start state si to a specific state s1+1 with probability greater than 0 for the constructed influence process.
Following the notation of [15] A9.1[L01] SATISFIABILITY, we have Set U = {u1, .., UM} of variables,
collection C = {{4 1 , 2, .. , .im i=1..N} of clauses over U, where u- means u or or its negation i. We know
that the SATISFIABILITY problem in general is NP-complete.
We construct the influence process H = D 0 A = (dijAij) as follows: H has max(M, N) chains,
where M is the number of boolean variables and N is the number of clauses. Each dijAij is a 2 x 2 matrix.
The evaluation of each boolean variable uito true or false is represented by selecting either the first row or
the second row of dij Ai . After we have chosen one row for each i , we sum the rows together and get a row
matrix. Then we choose one entry for each j ,and multiply the entries together. The result is the probability
([12] (5.11)). We arrange the influence matrix in the following way such that when the conjunction normal
form is satisfiable, we have a path through: When the number clauses is less than the number of variables,
i.e., M > N , we fill all entries in di2 Aij with positive values, such that evaluation of boolean variables
won't "block" the path. When variable ui does not appear in clause c3 , we put 0 into dijAij such that
evaluation of variable ui does not provide a path through. when 'iii appears in clause c3 , we set dijAij to be
di3 ( 1 ) , dij > 0 ,such that the evaluation ui = 0 provides a path through.when ui appears in clause
cy , we set digAij to be dig ( , di > 0 ,such that the evaluation ui 1 provides a path through.
To show that there exists an non-deterministic polynomial solution, we note that we can solve all
p(s-ti1I) for all st and get the maximum of these joint probabilities.
(We can provide observations 't, -+ 1, and output matrix B(c) to fix the latent state si+1 while leaving
st undetermined) We set the output matrix B(c) ). That is to say, if s(c) = 1, then o(c) = 1. If
s(c) = 2, then there is a 50% chance that o(c) = 1, and a 50% chance that o(c) = 2. To look it in another
way, if o(c) = 2, then s(c) - 2. If o(c) = 1, then there is a 67% chance that s(c) = 1, and 33% chances that
s(c) - 2. Now we stipulate that o(c) = 11 (c)= 2.
We use the following example to illustrate how the corresponding influence matrix for a given conjunc-
tion normal form is constructed.
Example 5. Let U = {ui, u2 , u 3 , u4}, and C = { v U V 2 V 3}, {Ii}, {U2 V v 2}, }
. The constructed influence matrix looks like this:
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Let's set si = [1 010 110 110 1] , i.e. we set ui =
corresponding rows together, we have 'i=1,4,6,8 Hi, =
since s2 = [0 110 110 110 1] is a solution. When we set si
[{ |1 0| |1 1] , we know it is not a solution since s(2)(;
0, U2 = 1, = 1, U4 = 1 , after we add the
[1 2I\ 1|{ |1 1] . This evaluation satisfies C
= [0 110 110 110 1], we have Ei=1,4,6,8Hi, =
Chapter 3
Experimental Results
In this section, we illustrate how an influence model can capture the correlations among different dynamic
processes and thus improve the overall dynamic inference performance. We give three examples. In the
example of interacting processes with noisy observations, we illustrate the structure that an influence model
tries to capture, and how an influence model can be used to improve classification precision. We then extend
the noisy body sensor net example and compare the training errors and the testing errors of different dynamic
models. In the social network example, we illustrate how the cell phone usage information can be used to
recover geographical information as well as the social structure of the cellphone users.
3.1 Interacting Processes with Noisy Observations
Let us suppose that we have six stochastic processes, and we sample these six processes with six sensors.
Each process can be either signaled (one) or non-signaled (zero) at any time, and the corresponding sensor
has approximately 10% of its samples flipped. The interaction of the six stochastic processes behind the
scene looks like this: processes one through three tend to have the same states; processes four through six
tend to have the same states; the processes are more likely to be non-signaled than to be signaled; and
the processes tend to stick to their states for a stretch of time. The parameters of the model are given as the
.99 .01 (9 .1following and are going to be estimated: Aij = .08 92 ,1 < ij 6,B 2 = -1 . , 1 < i < 6,
dij = .33, 1 < i, j 3, and dij = .33, 4 < i, j < 6.
In Figure 3.1, (a) shows the sampled latent state sequences, (b) shows the corresponding observation
sequences, (c) shows the influence matrix reconstructed from sampled observation sequences, and (d) shows
the reconstructed latent state sequences after 300 observations. The (i, j)th entry of the (ci, c 2 )th sub-matrix
of an influence matrix determines how likely that process ci is in state i at time t and process c2 is in state j
at time t + 1. It can be seen from Figure 3.1 (c) that the influence model computation recovers the structure
of the interaction.
(a) (b) (c) (d)
- 2 11 11 1- 2 l || 1 0. 2
4o I | 41 1 4
6n 6 ) 1 6 1 ill 1 1 1
500 1000 500 1000 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 n500 1000time step time step process id time step
Figure 3.1: Inference from observations of interacting dynamic processes.
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A comparison of different dynamic latent structure models
on learning complex stochastic systems
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Figure 3.2: Comparison of dynamic models.
The influence model can normally attain around 95% accuracy in predicting the latent states for each
process. The reconstructed influence matrix has only 9% relative differences with the original one. Using
only observations of other chains we can predict a missing chain's state with 87% accuracy.
We then constructed a more complex experimental setting to compare the performances of different
types of hidden Markov models. In this setting, we have a Markov process with 2C, where C = 10,
number of states and a randomly generated state transition matrix. Each system state si is encoded into
(1) ~ hs~crepnsadfeet1dGusa
a binary s ... s 03. Each of the me = 2 evaluations of "bit" s(c)corresponds a different 1-d Gaussian
observation o(c): Digit s c) = 1 corresponds to o c) ~ N[pi = 0, o2 = 1] ; Digit s c) = 2 correspondsot = 1 t
to o c) ~A[p2 = 1, o = 1] . Figure 3.2 compares the performances of several dynamic latent structure
models applicable to multi-sensor systems. Of the 1000 samples (-)i<t<100 , we use the first 250 for
training and all 1000 for validation.
There are two interesting points. First, the logarithmically scaled number of parameters of the influence
model allows us to attain high accuracy based on a relatively small number of observations. This is because
the eigenvectors of the master Markov model we want to approximate are either mapped to the eigenvectors
of the corresponding influence model, or mapped to the null space of the corresponding event matrix thus
is not observable from the influence model, and that in addition the eigenvector with the largest eigenvalue
(i.e., 1) is mapped to the eigenvector with the largest eigenvalue of the influence matrix [12]. Secondly, both
the influence model and the hidden Markov model applied to individual processes are relatively immune
to over-fitting, at the cost of low convergence rates. This situation is intuitively the same as the numerical
analysis wisdom that a faster algorithm is more likely to converge to a local extremum or to diverge.
3.2 Real-time Context Recognition
An early version of the Life-Wear real-time context recognition system was developed by Blum [10], and
is comprised of a Sharp Zaurus PDA, an ambient audio recorder, and two accelerometers, worn on hip and
wrist. This system is designed to classify in real time eight locations, six speaking/non-speaking status, six
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Figure 3.3: Influence matrix learned by the EM algorithm.
postures, and eight activities. The classification is carried out in two steps: A pre-classifier (single Gaussian,
mixture of Gaussians, or C4.5) is first invoked on the audio and accelerometer features to get a moderate
pre-classification result of the above four categories.
The pre-classification result of different categories is then fed into an influence model to learn inter-
sensor structure, and then this learned structure is used to generate an improved post-classification result. In
this example the influence model learns the conditional probabilities that relate the four categories (location,
audio, posture, and activity) and then uses this learned influence matrix to improve the overall performance.
For example, given that the Life-Wear user is typing, we can inspect the row of the influence matrix cor-
responding to "typing" and see that this person is very likely to be either in the office or at home, to not
be speaking, and to be sitting. As a result, the action of typing can play a critical role to disambiguating
confusions between sitting and standing, or between speaking vs not-speaking, but not between office and
home.
By combining evidence across different categories using the influence model, the classification errors
for locations, speaking/non-speaking, postures, and activities decreased by an average of 23%, from 38%,
22%, 8% and 27% to 28%, 19%, 8%, and 17% respectively. The post-classification for postures does not
show significant improvement because of two reasons: (I) it is already precise enough considering that we
have labeling imprecision in our training data and testing data, and (2) it is the driving force for improving
the other categories, and no other categories are more certain than the posture category.
3.3 Speaker identification of a group meeting
Automatic speaker identification is important for documenting the meeting audio recordings. When com-
bined with the speech recognition technique, we can generate automatic meeting reviews.
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The speaker identification algorithm to be discussed in this section uses the audio recordings for indi-
vidual meeting participants. It assumes that a meeting proceeds as a finite state Markov chain involving its
interacting participants, and each state describes a different configuration of who is speaking. The Markov
chain is latent and to be inferred. It also assumes that the energy distributions for the audio recordings are
random variables conditioned on the latent states of the Markov chain.
The specification of the latent Markov chain needs careful consideration, since the number of states for
even a moderate-sized meeting can be very large. For example, let us assume that we have n participants
in a meeting, and each participant can only be in two states: speaking, and non-speaking. The number of
possible states for the meeting is then 2". On the other hand, we noticed that human interactions such as in
a meeting is highly structured: there is normally one person speaking in a meeting session. The situations
where all people speak are rare and normally unimportant. Thus, instead of working with a hidden Markov
process with all 2" possible sates, we work with a dual latent structure influence process with only n + 1
number of states: one for each speaker and the rest for all other situations.
The meeting data we are going to analysis was recorded from a rather casual group meeting in 12/21/2004.
It lasts for 44 minutes, from a clapping at the beginning of the meeting to another clapping at the end of
the meeting. More than 99% of the meeting time was occupied by seven persons: one advisor (labeled
as sandyl221), and six students (labeled as msungl221, ronl221, wenl221, juan, jon, and anmol). We
assigned the four microphones to the following people: msungl221, ronl221, sandy1221, and wenl221,
and recorded the meeting from their angle. When one of the four persons was speaking, we would expect
his microphone to pick up a louder voice than the other three microphones. When one of the other three
speakers was speaking, we would expect different energy distributions among the four microphones due to
the relative positions of the three speakers and the four microphones.
The speaking/non-speaking status of different persons are hand-labeled and illustrated in Figure 3.4. The
normalized energy distributions among the four audio channels in one- second-window bins (the features
we use) are plotted in Figure 3.5. Our goal in this section is only to illustrate an application of the latent state
influence model. The readers can choose more advanced features, such as the pitches for different speakers,
in other similar applications to attain better accuracy.
The ground truth of who is speakingBI II'II1''' II III' ' II I
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ron1221.w av -. . .. -. .. -.--..--..-- .
sandyl221.wav
wen1221.wav
Juan - - -.-.-.-.- . -.-
J o n *-. .-.. . -- . - -.-.-.-.-.-.-.-.-.- .-.- -. .-.- -.
other
Figure 3.4: The ground truth of the speaking/non-speaking status of different persons in a meeting.
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Figure 3.5: The features used to identify the speakers.
This section proceeds in the following order. First, we discuss and compare different approaches to
align the audio sequences. Then, we segment the meeting by speakers with various unsupervised methods
(k-means, mixture of Gaussians, hidden Markov modeling, and the influence modeling). The influence
model out-performs the other models, since it better captures the structure of the speaker identification
problem. Next, we segment the meeting by speakers with various supervised methods (mixture of Gaussians,
hidden Markov modeling, and the influence modeling). Again, the influence model out-performs the other
models. We conclude this section by a discussion of why the influence modeling fits the structure of meeting
interactions better than the other models used in this section.
In situations where the signal sequences have a common reference point (such as a global time stamp),
and the signal sequences do not have jitters, the sequence alignment issue is simple. However, in many
interesting applications, we do not have such a global time stamp for us to precisely and trivially alignment
data. For example, the signal sequences collected by embedded devices are often not synchronized, due
to the simplicity requirement of those devices. In such scenarios, we need to consider the cross-sequence
statistical characteristics to design an aligning algorithm.
We assume that the sound signals picked up by different microphones are linear combinations of the
sound sources (the persons). The weights of the sound sources are different from microphone to microphone,
due to the different relative positions of the sound sources and the microphones. We segment each of
the four sequences into five-minute segments, and shift corresponding segments to attain maximum cross
correlations. The cross correlation of either the low-pass filtered sound waves or the spectrogram amplitudes
of the sound waves are used. We attain very close results in both approaches. The aligned wave sequences
are then overlapped (summed) together and played back to judge the quality of the alignment. They are
aligned very well and we cannot hear discrepancies in the 44 minutes span.
We first show how to separate the four speakers wearing microphones using unsupervised learning tech-
niques. The assumption is that when one/none of the four speakers who wore a microphone was speaking,
the energy distributions among the four audio channels were significantly different to reveal who was speak-
ing. The speaking/non-speaking classifier can work in the following way. The samples were first captured
with five (number of speakers who wore microphones + 1) clusters. A cluster can then be assigned to a
speaker if the channel corresponding to this speaker has the most energy statistically.
The (unsupervised) classification results with the k-means algorithm, the Gaussian mixture models, the
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hidden Markov model for all audio channels, one hidden Markov model per audio channel, and the latent
state influence model are respectively plotted in Figures 3.6, 3.7, 3.8, 3.9, 3.10, and 3.11.
sebperating the speakersa with the K-meama algorithm
Figure 3.6: Unsupervised speaking/non-speaking classification result with the k-means algorithm
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Figure 3.7: Unsupervised speaking/non-speaking classification for all speakers with the k-means algorithm.
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Figure 3.8: Unsupervised speaking/non-speaking classification result with the Gaussian mixture model
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Figure 3.11: Unsupervised speaking/non-speaking classification result with the latent state influence process
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Figure 3.9: Unsupervised speaking/non-speaking classification result with one hidden Markov process
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Figure 3.10: Unsupervised speaking/non-speaking classification with one HMVP per speaker
The (supervised) classification results are plotted in Figure 3.12 and 3.13.
In order to understand why the influence model based classifier out-performs the other classifiers, it is
important to notice that the influence model combines the evidence from different channels in the "concept"
level, i.e., when speaker A is speaking, speaker B is very likely to be non-speaking. In comparison, the
other classifiers either combine the evidence from different channels in the feature level or do not combine
evidence from different channels at all.
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Figure 3.12: Supervised speaking/non-speaking classification result with the GMM algorithm
Figure 3.13: Supervised speaking/non-speaking classification result with the influence model
3.4 Social Network Example
The social network example demonstrates reconstructing the social structure of a set of subjects from
their cellphone-collected data [8]. In this data 81 subjects wore Bluetooth-enabled mobile telephones that
recorded which cell towers were visible to the telephone, thus allowing coarse estimation of the wearers'
location, and which Bluetooth devices are nearby, thus allowing inference of proximity to other subjects.
Note that Bluetooth signals include a unique identifier, and are typically detectable at a range of only a
few meters. In this study fixed Bluetooth beacons were also employed, allowing fairly precise estimation
of subjects location even within buildings. Over the nine months of the study 350,000 hours of data were
recorded.
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3.4. SOCIAL NETWORK EXAMPLE
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Figure 3.14: Finding social structures from cellphone-collected data. (a) New students and faculty are
outliers in the influence matrix, appearing as red dots due to large self-influence values. (b) Most People
follow regular patterns (red: in office, green: out of office, blue: no data), (c) clustering influence values
recovers work-group affiliation with high accuracy (labels show name of group).
The temporal evolution of these observations was analyzed using the influence model with 81 chains,
corresponding to the 81 subjects. Each subjects' chain was constrained to have two latent states ("work",
"home") but with no restriction on social network connectivity.
In our first experiment with this data the observation vector for each chain was restricted to the cell
tower visibility of each subjects' 10 most commonly seen cell towers. In the resulting model, the two
states for each subject corresponded accurately to 'in the office' and 'at home', with other locations being
misclassified. The resulting influence matrix, shown in Figure 3.14 (a), demonstrated that most people
follow very regular patterns of movement and interpersonal association, and consequently we can predict
their actions with substantial accuracy from observations of the other subjects. A few of the chains were
highly independent and thus not predictable. These chains corresponded to new students, who had not yet
picked up the rhythm of the community, and the faculty advisers, whose patterns are shown to determine the
patterns of other students.
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In another setup, we used the Bluetooth proximity distribution as our observations. Again, the latent
states accurately reflect whether a person is at home of in office. However with this data the resulting
influence matrix shows precisely the social and geometrical structure of the subjects. The dendrogram from
the proximity influence matrix shown in Figure 3.14 (b) captures the actual organization of the laboratory,
clustering people into their actual work groups with only three errors. For comparison, a clustering based
on direct correlations in the data has six errors.
Chapter 4
Conclusions
The current thesis has described my work in modeling and understanding the dynamics of human related
behaviors. Those dynamics are characterized by large state spaces and highly structured interactions. The
latent structure influence process models the dynamics of human related behaviors by emulating how a
group of persons help each other to understand complex processes.
The latent structure influence process is a state-space model, and its inference algorithm alternates be-
tween two steps: time updating (guessing what is going to happen next), and measure updating (incorpo-
rating new evidence). In this thesis, I have inspected two different approaches for measure updating. In
the linear approach, the individuals in the team of persons update their guessing by averaging over each
other's evidence. In the non-linear approach, the individuals only care about their own evidence. I derived
the forward-backward algorithm, and the parameter maximization algorithm for each measure updating
method. I also proved that finding a Viterbi path for a latent structure influence process with the non-linear
measure updating strategy is NP-complete.
The influence modeling is applied to an imaginary network of power plants. With the latent structure
influence process, we can have a more accurate understanding of the individual power plants' normal/failed
states by looking at each other's states. We can compute how the power plants are connected at the same
time.
We also used the latent structure influence process to segment speakers in a group meeting, to infer a
person's location, posture, speaking/non-speaking status, and event, and to infer the structure of a cellphone
user community. In all three applications, we either get better accuracy, or get invaluable insights that could
not be derived without the influence modeling.
There are several unanswered questions, and I am willing to pursue their answers. (1) When monitoring
a general complex process, in what situation(s) does a group of cooperating persons perform better than an
individual? (2) The current latent structure influence process only models the degree of agreement of any
two persons in a in a cooperating group. How can we model the situation that two persons agree in one thing
but disagree in another, and what computational performance does the extension incur? (3) Theoretically,
what dynamic processes are suitable the hidden Markov process and the latent structure influence process,
and how many information do they capture respectively ?
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